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The Dulles Report 


= SINCE the new administration took over 
in Washington last January there have been 
uneasy rumors and a spate of off-the-record re- 
ports that a new policy was being planned for 
the Middle East. The gist of all these behind- 
the-scenes reports was that the Arab countries 
are crucial to the defense against communist 
expansion, the Arabs are hostile to the United 
States because of its alleged partiality toward 
Israel, ergo the Arabs must be placated. 


These reports were paralleled by an intensive 
pro-Arab campaign in the mass circulation 
press. The ex-Mufti was given a big spread in 
Life magazine, in which he pleaded for a chance 
for the Moslem world to gang up on Israel with- 
out interference. Arab threats that unless they 
have their way against Israel they will leap into 
the lap of the Kremlin, were given wide pub- 
licity without regard to the plausibility of such 
claims. An extensive anti-Israel campaign, ap- 
parently well organized from influential quar- 
ters, was launched in broad segments of the 
nation’s press. 


Some three weeks ago John Foster Dulles, 
Secretary of State, and Harold E. Stassen, Di- 
rector of Mutual Security, embarked on a 
twenty-day trip throughout the Middle East and 
South Asia to study the situation in that region. 
The trip was viewed in many quarters as a pro- 
logue to the announcement of the new policy 
of the administration in Washington. For, sure- 
ly, it was not necessary that the Secretary of 
State himself make the long, arduous and time- 
consuming journey in order to gather informa- 
tion. The same information could easily have 
been supplied to the State Department through 
its regular channels. Nor was it likely that Mr. 
Dulles seriously expected to change the minds 
of the Arab rulers in the course of his brief 
stays in the numerous Arab capitals. 


Now Mr. Dulles has returned and has made 
his report which contains the skeleton outline 
for the new policy. The rumors appear to have 
been correct and Mr. Dulles seems to recom- 
mend some radical departures in the relation- 
ships with the countries of the Middle East. 
Some of the new features are distinctly described. 
Others are thinly concealed behind a transparent 
layer of diplomatic soft speech. The total im- 
pression, after the formal diplomatic courtesies 
are peeled off, is that Mr. Dulles favors gaining 
Arab sympathies at virtually any cost. 





[7 Is THEREFORE important at this point to 

examine the elements of the new policy from 
various standpoints: 1) How will they affect the 
status quo in the Middle East? 2) How will they ’ 
protect American interests and the rights of 
American citizens in the Middle East? 3) Will 
they serve as a bulwark against communist pene- 
tration of the Middle East? 4) Will they en- 
courage peace? 

In his report Mr. Dulles said: “As I gazed on 
the Mt. of Olives, I felt anew that Jerusalem 
is, above all, the holy place of the Christian, 
Moslem and Jewish faiths. . . This does not 
necessarily exclude some political status in Jeru- 
salem for Israel and Jordan, but the world re- 
ligious community has claims in Jerusalem which 
take precedence over the political claims of any 
particular nation.” 

Translated into plain English this means that 
the State Department is now committed to the 
internationalization of Jerusalem. Mr. Dulles 
did not, however, indicate how this is to be ac- 
complished. Israel has indeed stated in the past 
that it was amenable to the internationalization 
of the holy places within Jerusalem. But the 
majority of these are located within the Old City 
of Jrusalem which is under the jurisdiction of 
Jordan, and that country has remained adamant 
against any proposal to impose an international 
regime on any of the territory it has seized in 
Palestine during its aggressive- war against Israel. 
Nor is it likely that Great Britain, which sub- 
sidizes Jordan, will exert pressure on it to submit 
its part of Jerusalem to an international regime. 
Great Britain is hard pressed in Egypt. Jordan 
is its only other base on the mainland of the 
Middle East. Great Britain can hardly be ex- 
pected to endanger its base in Jordan in order 
to satisfy the demands for the internationaliza- 
tion of Jerusalem. 

Mr. Dulles next spoke about the Arab refugees 
“who fled from Palestine as the Israelis took 
over.” He suggests that “some of these refugees 
could be settled in the area presently controlled 
by Israel” but that the majority would have to 
be integrated into the economies of the neigh- 
boring Arab countries. 

Mr. Dulles is a skilled diplomat. He does not 
toss phrases at random. It was no accident that 
he failed to mention the attack of all the Arab 
states on Israel, which brought about the refugee 
problem, and confined himself to a definition of 
the refugees as people “who fled . . . as the Israelis 
took over.” We also wonder whether his ref- 





erence to the area presently controlled by Is- 
rael” (our italics) was a slip of the tongue. The 
implication that encroachment on the territorial 
integrity of Israel is suggested, at once comes to 
mind. If such an impression is incorrect, Mr. 
Dulles should clarify it without delay. 


THE SECRETARY,OF STATE has some high praise 

for the leaders of Lebanon, but he fails to 
mention that during his stay in Beirut the 
Lebanese Parliament’s Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee told him that if a “solution for the outstand- 
ing problems blocking Arab-American friend- 
ship” is to be attained, then the United States 
must recognize that peace between the Arabs 
and Israel “‘can never take place.” 

Eventually Mr. Dulles and his party reached 
Saudi Arabia where they were received by King 
Ibn Saud. “In Saudi Arabia,” Mr. Dulles re- 
ports, “Americans and Arabs are working to- 
gether in good fellowship in the vast oil fields 
of the country. I¢ is a good relationship.” (Our 
italics.) Mr. Dulles fails to mention that the 
Americans who work in such good fellowships 
with the Arabs in Saudi Arabia are exclusively 
Christian Americans; that no American Jewish 
citizen—even if he be a member of the fanatical- 
ly anti-Zionist American Council for Judaism— 
could gain admittance to Saudi Arabia. When 
Mr. Dulles states that this is “‘a good relation- 
ship,” we cannot escape the conclusion that he 
approves of it. 

Mr. Dulles thus appears committed to a policy 
that amounts to appeasement of the Arabs. In 
attempting to justify this policy he becomes in- 
volved in contradictions. ‘In the past,” he says, 
“we had good relations with the Arab peoples. . . 
There was mutual confidence to mutual ad- 
vantage.” But today the Arabs are resentful of 
the United States and this resentment has “‘re- 
‘sulted from the creation of Israel.” He forgot, 
evidently, that only a few paragraphs earlier in 
his report he spoke with glowing enthusiasm of 
the confidence and mutual advantage that are 
still the rule in Saudi Arabia, despite the fact 
that this country is closer to Israel than Iraq, 
for instance. Why the Arabs of Saudi Arabia 
should be so indifferent to Israel’s existence, while 
those of remote Iraq should take it as a personal 
affront that must be washed out in blood, Mr. 
Dulles failed to explain. 

The rest of the report, insofar as it concerns 
the Arab states and Israel, stresses the Arab fear 
of Zionism, which is said to be greater than their 
fear of communism; it speaks out for the need 
of peace; it invokes the oft-reaffirmed Israeli po- 
sition that Israel does not seek partiality from 
the United States; but it also-contains the fol- 
lowing ominous conclusion: “We cannot afford 
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to be mistrusted by millions who could be sturdy 
friends of freedom. They must not further 
swell the ranks of communist dictators.” 


DESPITE AN occasiONaL diplomatic verbal bow 

in various directions, Mr. Dulles makes it 
pretty clear that the chief aim in the Middle East 
is to secure the friendship of the Arabs against 
Soviet aggression. It is therefore pertinent to 
ask the question: To what extent will such a 
new policy achieve the desired end? 

Let us assume that Jerusalem can be interna- 
tionalized, Israel be made to give up some of 
its minute territory, and many thousands of 
Arab refugees, committed to the destruction of 
Israel, settled within its borders. (Incidentally, 
it is passing strange that Mr. Dulles, while show- 
ing such examplary sympathy for Arab refugees, 


failed to note any of the nearly 700,000 Jewish’ 


refugees now settled in Israel, many of them 
escapees from Arab countries.) Does Mr. Dulles 
think that these measures will win Arab friend- 
ship for the United States, in view of the oft 
expressed Arab determination not to make peace 
with Israel on any terms? Or will this country 
gain “the respect and regard” of the Arabs by 
sacrificing the inalienable rights of its own citi- 
zens? How much respect did the United States 
gain in Saudi Arabia, we wonder, when it acqui- 
esced in the Saudi Arabian imposition of dis- 
criminations on Americans of Jewish faith? 


So far as peace in the Middle East is concerned, 
the new policy enunciated by Mr. Dulles can 
only tend to postpone it to an unforeseeable 
future. Encouragement of intransigeance does 
not lead to peace—it leads to still greater in- 
transigeance. Peace can be attained when there 
is good will on both sides and a willingness to 
sit down at the peace table to discuss its terms. 
Israel has always been ready to negotiate peace. 
The Arabs have been equally consistent in their 
refusal. Will they be brought nearer to a peace- 
ful attitude by making sacrifices at Israel’s 
expense? 

There remains the final criterion—to what 
extent will this new policy secure the Middle 
East against communist encroachment? ‘Mr. 
Dulles assures us that the Arabs fear Zionism 
more than communism. The conclusion he im- 
plies is that once fear of Israel is excluded, the 
Arabs will become enthusiastic adherents of 
democracy and implacable foes of communist 
totalitarianism. 


THis Is A WRONG CONCLUSION based on a false 

premise. The Arabs are not nearly as afraid 
of Zionism as they would like the world to be- 
lieve. They hate Zionism—that’s true enough. 
But they are not afraid of it. It is worthwhile 
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remembering that Israel did not take a square 
inch of territory from any of the Arab countries 
whereas thousands of square miles of Palestine 
have been seized or annexed by Arab countries. 
Nor does it follow that indulging Arab xeno- 
phobia—they also hate Christian Assyrians, and 
Druzes, and Maronite Christians in Lebanon, 
Coptic Christians in Egypt, the Kurds in Iraq, 
in fact, any minority people within their midst 
—is going to transform the Arabs into anti- 
communists. Anti-communism is not to be pur- 
chased. A people has liberties which it wishes 
to defend from communist encroachment, or it 
lacks them. The landless Arab peasant of Iraq 
or Syria will not beccme immune to communist 
blandishments of land distribution and vengeance 
against his hated land-owning class simply be- 
cause far away Jerusalem will be under an in- 
ternational regime instead of being, as at present, 
divided between Israel and Jordan. The misery 
of the Egyptian felaheen, and their consequent 
readiness to listen appreciatively to the legends 
of peasant prosperity in Russia, will not be di- 
minished one whit even if Israel is stripped of 
some territory. 

On the other hand, the people of Israel itself, 
who have built up a true democracy on the 
western model, and whose innate hostility toward 
communist despotism has led the Soviet Union 
to renounce any hope of gain in that country, 
will become embittered at unjustified sacrifice 
of their vital interests. 


The policy enunciated in Mr. Dulles’ report 
therefore appears to us to be unwise and harmful 
to the interests of the United States and to the 
cause of democracy. It ignores the true interests 
of the Arab masses in favor of exaggerated 
xenophobic demands of their small cliques of 
rulers; it is unfair to Israel, a country that is 
irrevocably committed to the cause of freedom; 
it rules out possibilities of an early peace in the 
Middle East by encouraging aggressive demands; 
it does nothing to reduce the danger of com- 
munist expansion in the Middle East; and, final- 
ly, though it may result in a brief spate of 
speeches of thanks to the United States in Arab 
capitals, it basically undermines American pres- 
tige and respect because it will most certainly 
be interpreted as a measure taken by a weak 
United States that is hysterically anxious to buy 
friends at any cost. In true Oriental manner, 
still more exaggerated demands will be made in 
the next round of bargaining. 

Friends of Israel, and all those interested in 
stemming the tide of communism, will unite to 
combat the harmful new policy of the State 
Department. China was not saved by pouring 
more millions into the coffers of the corrupt 


5 
Chiang Kai Shek regime. The Middle East will 


not be saved from communism by bribing cor- 
rupt and unrepresentative ruling juntas from the 
treasury in Washington or at the expense of 
Israel. 

Peace and security in the Middle East can be 
attained by raising the standard of living in the 
region, by settling the refugees—Jewish refugees 
in Israel, Arab refugees in the vast Arab countries 
—by insisting on the early negotiation of peace 
treaties and by discouraging aggressive ad- 
ventures. 


The Cabinet Crisis in Israel 


T= OSTENSIBLE REASON given by the General 
Zionists for their recent resignation from the 
‘Israel Cabinet was the display of the socialist 
flag in the Histadrut schools on Labor holidays, 
a custom which has prevailed in pioneer Palestine 
since the earliest period of cooperative coloniza- 
tion. This act of the General Zionists succeeded 
in confusing the public and creating the impres- 
“sion among the uninformed that the Histadrut 
was in the habit of displaying the communist 
banner. In the present political climate, it was 
an irresponsible maneouver in the play for 
political power. Any attempt to equate the flag 
of democratic socialism with that of the com- 
munist dictatorship is a disgraceful trick whose 
chief effect can only be to injure Israel at a 
period of delicate international negotiations. 
The General Zionists of Israel, who represent 
the industrial and commercial elements in the 
country, entered the coalition government with 
Mapai some months ago. This coalition was 
formed on the basis of an agreement which cov- 
ered certain economic and political problems of 
the country. When they joined the government 
the General Zionists knew very well that Mapai 
is, and has been since its establishment decades 
ago, a democratic, socialist labor party, and that 
in the Histadrut schools May 1 is observed as an 
international labor day with appropriate display 
of socialist slogans and banners. They raised no 
objections to these at that time, realizing very 
clearly that were they to have done so, they 
would have made a laughing stock of themselves. 
Recently they decided, for reasons best 
known to themselves, to withdraw from the gov- 
ernment. But instead of stating their differences 
in a mature and responsible manner, as befits a 
political party that wishes to be taken seriously 
and lays claim to serious government responsibili- 
tiles, they chose to make themselves ridiculous 
by precipitating a government crisis on account 
of a song to be sung by children at the ex- 
press request of their parents. 





It has been the tragedy of Israel, and of the 
Zionist work in Palestine before Israel was es- 
tablished, that only one element of the popula- 
tion has demonstrated political maturity — the 
labor element. This holds true for the entire 
period of the past five decades. Labor did the 
pioneering and the building and reclaiming at a 
cost of great sacrifice. It is not an accident that 
Mapai and the other Jabor parties account for 
more than half of Knesset. The political record 
of the General Zionists and the religious groups 
has not been such as to persuade the electorate 
to give them their confidence. 

But Israel’s electoral system, which is based 
on proportional representation, has prevented 
Mapai from winning a clear majority. The other 
significant labor party, Mapam, developed strong 
pro-Soviet leanings and could not be included 
in a coalition government. Mapai was therefore 
forced to enter coalitions, first with the religious 
groups, and latterly with the General Zionists. 
These have always clamored that if only they 
were to participate in the government, all prob- 
lems would be solved in an instant. Now they 
have had their chance and have once again de- 
monstrated that they are not sufficiently mature 
for government. 

How the Cabinet of Israel will be reconstitut- 
ed, it is hard to forecast from this distance. Ben 
Gurion and Mapai may feel compelled to mol- 
lify the General Zionists in some way, or to re- 


sume the coalition with the religious groups. - 


There are no other parties in Israel with which 
a coalition could be formed. 


Though the spectacle which the General Zion- 
ists have made of themselves is depressing, it is not 
surprising. Israel’s industrialists and business- 
men are, regrettably, merely small scale manu- 
facturers and storekeepers. They lack the scope 
of American industrialists, for instance, with 
whom it is possible to disagree sharply on political 
and economic problems but whose administrative 
and political -solidity one cannot question. 

It is therefore surprising that the Zionist Or- 
ganization of America, which has before it the 
example of how American right wing parties 
behave, identifies itself so solidly with the Israeli 
General Zionists. In a statement issued by the 
president of ZOA on the Cabinet crisis (The 
Day, May 29) he said: ““The present government 
crisis occurs at the most inopportune and dif- 
ficult moment in the political and economic life 
of Israel. Today more than ever Israel needs 
national unity and political stability. The only 
government form capable of overcoming these 
difficulties and attaining the goal under present 
conditions is a coalition of Mapai and the Gen- 
eral Zionists. It is therefore our profoundest 
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hope that Mapai will change its attitude toward 
the socialist banner and song and thus create an 
appropriate atmosphere for the reestablishment 
of the coalition.” 

One reads and one wonders. How could a 
change of attitude toward “the socialist banner 
and song” possibly solve any of the difficult prob- 
lems of Israel which the president of ZOA re- 
fers to? If all the children in the labor schools 
of Israel were to stop singing the Internationale, 
and all the Orthodox children were to give up 
waving colored flags decorated with apples on 
Simchat Torah, would that in any way affect 
Israel’s foreign currency situation? Or the Arab 
boycott? Or the shortages of raw materials in 
the country? 

Let it be repeated, the flag of the pioneer co- 


operatives is the banner of the democratic vision. 


under whose light Israel was rebuilt and reborn. 
It is the flag of socialism, the most steadfast op- 
ponent of the communist dictators. It is not 
the flag of Stalin and Malenkov. The General 
Zionists know this perfectly well. They also 
know how easy it is to smear every liberal con- 
cept in the present political climate. But there 
is a limit to the play of partisan advantage. Gen- 
eral Zionist distortions may cost Israel dear. Let 
them be more wary of exploiting ignorance and 
nes misconception for their own petty 
ends. 


David Wertheim - Hirsch Ehrenreich 





| QUICK SUCCESSION death struck twice more 

at the ranks of the leadership of the Labor 
Zionist Movement. On April 10 David Wert- 
heim died while on a mission on behalf of the 
movement. On June 3 Hirsch Ehrenreich died. 
With their passing American Jewry has been 
deprived of two more representatives of that 
rapidly diminishing group whose roots go back 
to the integrated life of the Jewish people in 
eastern Europe, now a thing of the past, and 
whose activities have largely provided both the 
leadership and the cultural flavor of Jewish life 
in America. 

An era is coming to an end. The generation 


.of leaders that is now passing away has been 


unique. They were distinguished by much more 
than ability or experience. Their characters were 
shaped in a period of revolutionary upsurge when 
social idealism, rebellious experimentation and 
great faith in the positive potential of humanity 
were regarded as the hallmarks of progress. Once 
formed in this mold, their idealism remained 
impregnable to the onslaughts of time and to 
variety of environments, and they were able to 
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impart at least some of it to the communities 
and organizations in which they functioned. 
Now a new epoch is setting in. The new 
leaders that are coming to the fore may be more 
effic'ent and capable; they may be more practical. 


7 


But it is doubtful whether these latter day vir- 
tues can outweigh the great love of people and 
the dedication to redemptive principles that so 
strongly characterized the ones that are now so 
quickly departing from our midst. 


The Incredible Finaly Case 


by Alexis Danan 


HORTLY AFTER ANSCHLUSS, a young Au- 
strian Jewish couple, Doctor Fritz Finaly 
and his wife (nee Annie Schwarz), like many 
others seeking safety from Nazi persecution, 
took refuge in France. They settled at La 
Tronche, in Isere, near Grenoble. There they 
led a modest and inconspicuous existence, for 
though Fritz Finaly was a doctor, his diploma, 
granted by a foreign university, did not en- 
title him to practice in France. Such, during 
this period, was the fate of thousands of pro- 
fessional men like him, and in Paris, as else- 
where, there were not a few renowned in their 
fields who were forced to eke out a livelihood 
by all sorts of shifts, including charity. 


Two children were born to the Finaly house- 
hold in Grenoble; Robert on April 17, 1941 and 
Gerald on July 3, 1943. Doctor Finaly had his 
two sons circumcised thus showing a praise- 
worthy fidelity to the traditions of his people 
during a period when to do so took on its 
maximum significance. 


In February, 1944, Fritz Finaly and his wife 
were arrested by the Germans: he, in the street, 
she was taken from their home. They were de- 
ported, and have not been heard of since. But 
they had foreseen their fate. Some weeks before 
falling into the hands of the Gestapo, they had 
placed their children in a nursery in Meylan, 
close to Grenoble, run by Catholic nuns of the 
Order of Saint-Vincent-de-Paul. Why in a 
Catholic nursery? First, because there was no 
other, and second, because to Jewish parents 
so hunted, refuge for their children among 
Catholics doubtless appeared safer than else- 
where; finally, what was there against it? Dur- 
ing the last years of the war especially, a lively 
sentiment of .human solidarity had impelled a 
large number of organizations, associated with 
various faiths, to help Jews in- dire straights, 
hiding them and often aiding them to escape. 
In this the Church showed its Christian char- 
acter, and a proper fidelity to its vocation of 


Alexis Danan is editor of the influential French daily 
Franc-Tireur published in Paris. 


charity. It should not expect to be paid with 
praise. 

One important point is thus established: the 
Finalys did mof¢ entrust their children directly 
to Mlle. Brun. They had no contact with her. 
Hence, they could not have made any proposals 
or suggestions with regard to their children 
which she could today invoke to justify her 
opposition to the demands of the aunts and 
uncles who claim these children from her. She 
cannot claim to have been entrusted to carry 
out the will of the dead. She did not know what 
their will was. It was never directly communi- 
cated to her. 

On learning of the arrest of Dr. Finaly and 
his wife, the nursery of Saint-Vincent-de-Paul, 
out of prudence or for some other reason, de- 
cided to send Robert and Gerald away. They 
had them taken to another religious institution 
of Grenoble, that of the Ladies of Zion. It is to 
be noted here that the Order to which these 
nuns belong was founded about half a century 
ago by a priest of Jewish origin, whose purpose 
was to help bring about the conversion to 
Catholicism of Jewish children of poor or des- 
titute families. This purpose has been pursued 
in all parts of the world, but particularly in the 
East and in North Africa. 

The Ladies of Zion in their turn thought it 
best to dispose of the children elsewhere. In 
their view the children were beyond the age 
where they could be kept without danger in the 
infants’ school. They conceived the idea of send- 
ing them to Mlle. Antoinette Brun, director of 
the municipal nursery of Grenoble, who was 
known to have taken under her charge a number 
of Jewish children of parents who had either 
been deported or had been hidden in France, 
awaiting the day of liberation. Mlle. Brun was 
a courageous woman. She had had many a scrape 
with the Gestapo and had stood up to it twenty 
times. However, she at first refused the proposal 
of the Ladies of Zion; finally she yielded to 
their insistence. Robert and Gerald Finaly were 
added to the half-score or so of Jewish children 
whose provisional guardianship she assumed with 
all its risks and perils. 





QNcE THE GERMANS were driven out of 

France, each claimed his own. Mile. Brun, 
as was only proper, surrendered to the families 
whom fate had preserved those children to 
whom her relationship had been clearly that 
of a temporary guardian. But there was no news 
of the Finalys. 


The children were not without relatives, 
however. These relatives, scattered here and 
there, made inquiries about them with a per- 
sistent and anguished tenderness. 


Who were the remaining members of the 
Finaly family on the day the hostilities ceased? 
Doctor Finaly’s only brother had also been de- 
ported and was dead. His widow who had taken 
refuge in London, returned to Vienna once the 
Nazi danger was over. Dr. Finaly’s three sisters 
survived; the eldest, Mme. Margaret Fischel, 
was living with her husband, a veterinary, at 
Epson-Auckland, in New Zealand; Mme. Louise 
Rothbaum was likewise established in New 
Zealand at Lower-Hutt; the third sister, Mme. 
Hedwig Rossner, a graduate nurse, was married 
to a director of the bank in Gederah in Israel. 
In addition, the Finaly orphans had an uncle on 
their mother’s side; this was Otto Schwarz, who 
had taken refuge in Shanghai and is now living 
in Gmund, in Southern Austria. 


“If the uncles and aunts of Gerald and Ro- 
bert Finaly had claimed their nephews, I would 
immediately have surrendered these children to 
them, as I did all the others,” Mlle. Brun testi- 
fied before the court. 


Let us examine this point. On February 9, 
1945, that is to say at a moment when the war 
had not yet ended in Europe, hence at a time 
when postal service had scarcely been re-estab- 
lished, Mme. Margaret Fischel wrote to the 
mayor of La Tronche asking information not 
only about Robert and Gerald, but about the 
whole Finaly family, of whose fate she knew 
nothing though she feared the worst. 


On March 12, 1945 the mayor of La Tronche 
disclosed to Mme. Fischel the truth in all its 
horror: “Your brother, M. Finaly and his wife, 
were arrested by the German authorities on 
February 14, 1944, taken to the camp of 
Drancy, and then deported. This is a great mis- 
fortune, but the children, Robert and Gerald, 
have been saved, for they were at a nursery. 
One of your brother’s friends, M. Ettinger, of 
24 Grande Rue in La Tronche, looked after 
them. The latter wrote to you, by the way, on 
January 20, to give you all the necessary in- 
formation, for it was the dearest desire of your 
brother that you take his children in case of 
bad luck.” 
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With these essential points settled, the uncle 
and aunt of Auckland addressed many appeals 
to the French consular and judicial authorities, 
as well as to charitable institutions of an inter- 
national character. At long intervals their letters 
elicited some faint response, and finally encoun- 
tered only silence. An entry permit to New 
Zealand was obtained for Robert and Gerald on 
May 22, 1945, that is to say, right after the 
death of the Finalys became known in Auckland, 
On that same day, a request to let the children 
leave France was forwarded to the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs in Paris through the French 
embassy in London by the delegation of Free 
France at Wellington, New Zealand. 


On April 31, 1945, the Fischels addressed 
themselves to the Public Prosecutor of Grenoble, 
asking him to aid in hastening the departure of 
the children. On October 4, 1945, another letter 
was sent to the Public Prosecutor of Grenoble 
asking legal guardianship of the children. On 
October 15, another letter was sent to the Min- 
istry of Foreign Affairs, calling attention to the 
action initiated in May of that year, and asking 
an immediate solution. On December 28, 1945, 
a new note was addressed to the Quai D’orsay, 
with an importunate postscript by M. Gazel, 
the French Minister Plenipotentiary at Well- 
ington. 


All of these letters remained unanswered. 


Bet wHy was not Mile. Brun written to 

directly, it may be asked. As a matter of 
fact she was written to as soon as her address 
had been obtained in 1945. She was showered 
with thanks. (The copies of all these communi- 
cations are on hand.) She was given assurances 
that any expenditures she had incurred would 
be repaid. She was asked to start the children 
on their way as soon as possible. What proof is 
there that such letters were, in fact, written? 
There is the reply of Mlle. Brun herself dated 
November 1945. One can find in it this reassur- 
ing declaration: “Your nephews are Jews, that 
is to say they have remained faithful to their 
religion,” and this advice: “In your nephews’ 
interest we should wait until the trip can be 
made more easily, that is, with a member of 
the family who could come for them and re- 
cover everything ‘belorfging to the children.” 
This is, to be sure, the only letter that can be 
produced from Mlle. Brun to the Fischels, but 
it suffices to prove that she lied when in 1952, 
she dared assert before the court of Grenoble— 
an assertion her defenders subsequently repeat- 
ed—that the uncles and aunts of the Finaly 
children never took the trouble to contact her 
directly. 
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The truth is that though Mlle. Brun had 
given assurances to the contrary, she had never 
intended to surrender to their Jewish uncles the 
two Finaly children whom she had taken it upon 
herself to have baptized as Catholics. 


Why the Finaly children were selected for 
baptism and not others whom she had also un- 
dertaken to save from Nazi violence by hiding 
their identity in the indefinite enrollment at 
the nursery may be explained by the fact that 
the others had French parents who might very 
well show up after the war, while the Finaly 
children, sons of exterminated Austrian Jews, 
were not likely to be sought by anyone, once 
the frightful drama had come to its close. The 
lying explanation she gave the court is the very 
one she undoubtedly expected to be able to 
give in all good faith with regard to the or- 
phans: “Nobody came to ask them of me. I 
therefore acted toward them as I would have 
acted toward my own children.” 


THE BAPTISM ACCOMPLISHED, she concluded— 

or someone advised her thus—that she ought 
to deal very carefully with the far-off relatives 
who had appeared- on the scene: make promises 
without committing herself, drag things out as 
long as possible, and then break off communica- 
tions. What did she risk? Appeals have only the 
force of appeals. The weight of public authority 
was not forthcoming. The Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs did not even reply to the letter from 
the Minister Plenipotentiary in Wellington. The 
public prosecutor of Grenoble did not even 
acknowledge to the orphans’ aunt that her let- 
ters had been received. When finally someone 
stirred, and Mlle. Brun was summoned to court 
and told about the claims coming from New 
Zealand, she calmly replied that the children 
were with her and that she would not surrender 
them. Her reply was consigned to a regulation 
police report and that was that. 


Through the intervention of the British Red 
Cross, the indefatigable Mme. Fischel requested 
the French Red Cross for aid in this matter on 
December 28, 1945. She received no reply. One 
would think that all pity and all humanity had 
been dulled in French hearts. In fact, it took 
eight months of pondering before the French 
Red Cross apprized its section in Grenoble, on 
September 2, 1946, as follows: “Dr. and Mme. 
Fischel, residing in New Zealand, at 28 Cope- 
land Street, Lower Hutt, have been trying for 
a long time already to have their nephews, Ro- 
bert and Gerald Finaly, restored to them; the 
boys are now to be found at the following ad- 
dress: Mlle. Brun, Director of the Municipal 
Nursery, Grenoble (Isere). This is in accordance 
with the expressed wishes of the parents of the 
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children, Dr. and Mme. Fritz Finaly who were 
deported to Germany and died there. It seems 
that a complete correspondence has already been 
exchanged with the mayor of La Tronche, near 
Grenoble, and that all the necessary papers have 
been filled out permitting the children to leave 
for New Zealand. As no action has been taken 
in this affair, Dr. and Mme. Fischel insist that 
an inquiry be instituted as soon as possible with 
a view to hastening the departure of their neph- 
ews. We would be most obliged if you would 
see Mlle. Brun and decide with her about this 
matter.” 


The president of the Grenoble section of the 
French Red Cross himself went to see Mlle. Brun 
on October 5. He asked her to state her inten- 
tions. Did Mlle. Brun at that moment deny that 
the children had already been claimed on several 
occasions? By no means. She replied that the 
children were with her and that no one could 
expect her to relinquish them. “Mlle. Brun with 
whom I have been in contact,” wrote M. Jacquin 
of the Grenoble Red Cross in his report, “‘cate- 
gorically refuses to surrender these children.” 


E NOW COME to what can best be called the 

“long battle of the Family Councils.” Feel- 
ing the need to assure her legal rights over the 
Finaly orphans, Mlle. Brun formed 2 Family 
Council on November 12, 1945. She asked this 
Council to name her temporary guardian of the 
children. 

A line of battle was drawn up; the pawns 
were set in position; the batteries mounted. 

Two years passed. 

In July, 1948, M. Keller, a chemical engineer 
at Grenoble who was authorized by the child- 
ren’s aunt and uncle, Rossner of Gederah, Israel, 
presented himself before Mlle. Brun. He came to 
express the infinite gratitude of the family and 
to settle with their guardian the conditions for 
the departure of the children, which had been 
so long deferred. 

To his stupefaction (for he addressed her 
with courtesy and deference) Mlle. Brun burst 
into coarse vituperation: “The Jews are cow- 
ards!” she exclaimed. ‘None of them came to 
ask me for the Finaly children when it was 
dangerous to keep them. Now that there is no 
longer any risk, they remember that they exist.” 

In vain M. Keller argued that the Finaly 
children had been confided to her in 1944 pre- 
cisely because of the danger to them in a Jew- 
ish household; that without such danger her 
own action as director of the Public Nursery, 
would have been without meaning. But Mlle. 
Brun was deaf to these arguments. She shouted 
that her charges belonged to her and that nobody 
in the world could take them from her. 
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“Besides,” Mlle. Brun added sarcastically, 
“You should know, though this will hardly de- 
light you, that the Finaly children are now 
Catholics; I’ve had them baptized.” 

M. Keller, a man not without gallantry, left 
the lady in her fury, took his leave, and informed 
his senders of the failure of his effort. In accord- 
ance with their wishes he apprized the public 
prosecutor of Grenoble of the incident in Sep- 
tember, 1948. 

Five months later M. Keller received the 
court’s reply. There was much expression of 
sincere regret, “but,” concluded the communi- 
cation, “it seems there is a Family Council. It 
is up to it to resolve the issue.” 


RENCH LAW has many merits that are well 
known throughout the world, but the 
French law of compensations is probably soft. 
This, too, is universally known. Even so, the 
fact that it took five months to give authoriza- 
tion of competence to a claimant in an urgent 
affair involving children is something that can- 
not be explained by the leniency of the law 
itself. 

The explanation of this extraordinary dilat- 
oriness is to be found in the dossier which the 
Police Commissioner of Grenoble unwittingly 
permitted M. Keller to see in his office. It was 
true that the fate of the Finaly children de- 
pended on the Family Council formed in 1945 
by Mlle. Brun, but because four Jews had been 
included among the six members required by 
law, this. Family Council was now suspect. Ap- 
prized of the demands put forward by the Ross- 
ner couple of Gederah, there was every chance 
that the Council would agree to their request. 
The alert technical advisers of Mile. Brun point- 
ed out to her that while the court laboriously 
perused the papers concerning an issue which 
the most ignorant first-year law student would 
have easily felt able to resolve, she could an- 
nounce the dissolution of the Family Council 
of 1945, on the pretext that the larger part of 
its members had disappeared. This was false; 
none had left Grenoble, not one had even chang- 
ed his address. During this time Mlle. Brun set 
afoot the constitution of a second Family Coun- 
cil, which, by the merest accident, was composed 
entirely of Catholics. No more danger from 
then on of putting in question the rights of 
the Church, higher by virtue of baptism than 
those of mere blood relations, especially when 
these blood relations were heretics, and hence 
humanly insignificant. 

M. Keller would not acknowledge defeat. He 
informed each of the members of the first 
Family Council of the maneuver which had 
taken from them the right to look after the dis- 
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position of the Finaly orphans. The so-called 
absentees came forward and the court of Gren- 
oble had to hear their protests. A third Family 
Council was thus constituted on July 26, 1949, 
It included four new Jews, and two Catholics, 
one of whom was Mlle. Brun. This council by 
majority vote brought in a verdict that the 
children were to be dispatched to Mme. Rossner 
in Israel in a month’s time. 

Mlle. Brun had testified before the court (her 
declaration is in the dossier) : ‘I am legal guardi- 
an of the children. If a decision of the Family 
Council takes this charge from me, I shall yield 
and surrender the children to the new guardian.” 
Would she now, with good or ill will, submit 
to the decision? 

Mlle. Brun protested that the Justice of the 
Peace who presided over the constitution of the 
third Family Council was incompetent for the 
reason that he had held court in the south can- 
ton of Grenoble, while Doctor Finaly had resided 
in the east canton. The civil court of Grenoble 
decided this point in her favor. 

What could M. Keller do now? Habituation 
to defeat hardens one. He undertook to set up 
a fourth Family Council. This took a little more 
than a year. But even in the French courts cases 
come to.an end. On December 5, 1950, the legal 
guardianship of the Finaly children was with- 
drawn from Mile. Brun and entrusted to Mme. 
Hedwig Rossner, their aunt in Gederah, and it 
was decided unanimously—except for the dis- 
senting vote of Mile. Brun—that Robert and 
Gerald were to be entrusted to the new guardian 
in two weeks time. The judgement was now ir- 
refutable, having been made in the east canton. 

Would Mile. Brun at last give way? Would 
she now surrender the children? 

She lodged an appeal. Habituation to victory 
makes one daring. Her arguments rested on cer- 
tain wretched details which the civil court of 
Grenoble considered important enough, for it 
annuled the Family Council, rendering void its 
decision with regard to the children. 

The family, in its turn, asked to stop the 
appeal. The plea came before the Grenoble court. 
The magistrates of the higher court opened the 
dossier for the first time, and they were a little 
shocked. These judges are sober minded men. 
They declared the Family Council of December 
5, 1950 (the fourth) legal, its judgement valid, 
and charged Mlle. Brun to surrender the Finaly 
children to Mme. Rossner not later than July 
15, 1952. 

On the date set, Mlle. Brun was not in Gren- 
oble. The. children had also disappeared. 

The family, through M. Keller, addressed it- 
self once more to the court. The examining 
magistrate summoned Mlle. Brun. 
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“Where are the children?” he asked her. 
She laughed in his face. 


From that moment on it was obvious that 
Mlle. Brun was insolently playing a game that 
was no longer merely the game of Mile. Brun. 


LLE. BRUN WAS BRQUGHT before the police 

court of Grenoble on November 18, 1952 
on a charge of unauthorized withholding of 
minors. She was acquitted, despite the evident 
truth of the charge, under circumstances that 
can only be described as scandalous. The affair 
had been under deliberation, and the judge had 
announced that the verdict would be rendered 
in two weeks, that is to say, on December 2. But 
the verdict was rendered four days earlier, on 
November 28. Why this unusual precipitancy? 
Because on November 28, the lawyer of the 
Finaly family, in order to reply, as was his right, 
to the allegation of Mlle. Brun that the children 
had not been requested of her until 1951, put 
in the hands of the court’s presiding judge the 
whole correspondence between Mme. Fischel of 
New Zealand and the French authorities which 
she had addressed as early as 1945 to find and 
send her nephews to her; together with this cor- 
respondence he submitted the letters addressed 
to Mile. Brun herself, and the dilatory replies of 
the latter written in her own hand. The proof 
that she had lied was there, massive, unavoidable. 
In order to avoid taking this evidence into con- 
sideration—for it would have prevented a deci- 
sion already made in favor of Mlle. Brun, and 
based on her lies—the judge of the police court 
of Grenoble pronounced on the, spot, four days 
before the date he himself had fixed, a judge- 


ment which he knew was unjust. 


Narvra_ty, M. Keller appealed again. 


The Grenoble court amended the unacceptable 
decision of the police court, and on January 29, 
1953, declared once again that Robert and 
Gerald Finaly should revert to their legal guard- 
ian, Mme. Rossner, leaving it to the court of 
appeals to decide whether Mlle. Brun, accused 
of kidnapping, should appear: before the crimi- 
nal court or before the court of assizes, and with 
the view to preventing Mile. Brun again spirit- 
ing away the children ordered her held for 
questioning. 

But at this point a whole clandestine army en- 
tered the lists. Conducted by relays of nuns 


from Our Lady of Zion, and then by Basque 
priests from Bayonne or Biarritz, the Finaly chil- 
dren disappeared behind the mountains of 
Spain. 

Deep feeling swept not only Grenoble but the 
whole country. There were spectacular arrests 
-of many belonging to this new sort of resistance 
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movement. More lucky than those of the period 
from *40 to ’44, the new resisters were neither 
deported nor shot. They were liberated, one 
after the other, and it is a well-known fact that 
the judges who resolved to open the gates of 
prison did not always receive the order to do so 
solely from their consciences as free magistrates. 

Such are the facts of the Finaly case. How- 
ever it be resolved—and, naturally, we expect 
it will be resolved in accordance with common 
justice—it will have given us one great satisfac- 
tion: that of discovering that the French people 
has kept intact its capacity for indignation, its 
ability to react strongly to the spectacle of 
iniquity, either on the part of the state or on 
the part of one of those parallel powers which 
can always be sure of finding the accomplices 
they need in the state. It is for this reason that 
the Finaly case has been called a new Dreyfus 
case—only now instead of the army it is the 
Church Militant which has been asking the state 
to support its presumption and violence. 

The Finaly case, despite appearances to the 
contrary, is by no means the story of a fanatical 
old maid’s defiance of the law, insofar as this law 
appeared to her barbarous or wrong; in that case 
respect would be due to the courageous intran- 
sigeance of her love. 

Whatever one might think of Mlle. Brun, one 
must concede that she never tried to play the 
comedy of disconsolate love. No one could be 
less like Niobe than this woman. The Finaly 
children never had any hold on her heart. One 
can see no reason why she should have loved 
them less than the other Jewish children she 
saved. But one does not see either why she should 
have loved them more, and to the point of risk- 
ing for their sake scandal and imprisonment at 
her age (she is past sixty). 

These children did not grow up clinging to 
her skirts. They live far from her and scarcely 
see her; they live in the shadow of the cross, the 
routine existence of boarding school kids sur- 
rounded by the muted buzz of prayers. 

Mlle. Brun, had them baptized; perhaps she 
did so on her own initiative. She decided that 
they should be priests in their new faith. Now 
she denies ever having formed such a project. 
But she forgets having boasted of this in 1947, 
before the Social Assistant of the National Office 
for Minors in Isere, who asked her, at the request 
of the central services of Paris, why she had not 
thought of requesting state aid for these war 
orphans. 

“J don’t need anything like that,” replied Mlle. 
Brun. “I have made Robert and Gerald good 
little Frenchmen. I shall make them priests. 
They’ll owe that to me alone.” 
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The truth is that they cost her nothing, and 
that she handed them over to the Church whose 
right to them she recognized—to the church, 
which lacks priests, and which is much disturbed 
(and does not hide the fact), by the poverty of 
holy orders in France, and whose slogan, repeated 
by teams openly seeking recruits is as follows: 
“Search among the poor families and the or- 
phans.” . 


Mille. Brun, poor and zealous, made a bargain 
with the Church. Guardian of two children, 
whose material needs and education she was not 
in a position to supply, she turned over the re- 
sponsibility to an Order interested in the con- 
quest of Jewish souls; the Order could care ‘for 
and nourish them, and would have the right 
finally to exact the compensation it pleased. 

This is the whole explanation of what has been 
called the heroic refusal of Mlle. Brun to submit 
to the law. 
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If she did not submit, it was because submis- 
sion was impossible. 

Her charges were not longer in her hands. She 
had made a deal for them, or, giving her the bene- 
fit of the doubt, we might say, that she gave 
them freely, and it was the unadmitted benefi- 
ciary who flouted the court through the voice of 
the former guardian unable to submit to the law, 


But the beneficiary which is so defiant and pre- 
sumptuous, is, in point of fact, an illegal order, 
as are all religious orders by the law of 1905, 
which ruled on the separation of Church and 
State. Since the war of 1914-1918 the French 
Republic has tolerated the presence of these asso- 
ciations, which in principle it does not recognize, 

The problem raised by the Finaly Case for 
Republicans is to determine whether France can 
tolerate within its territory factious organiza- 
tions openly promoting the kidnapping of 
children. 


The Lost Children of Israel 


by Z. Baumgold 


HEN Europe was first liberated from the 

Germans in 1945, it seemed as if no Jewish 
children had survived on that continent. Only 
as the weeks and months passed was the presence 
of individual and small isolated groups of chil- 
dren discovered. Some came out of their hiding 
places in forests and in bunkers. Others were 
found in the homes of Christian families and in 
Christian institutions. As the years passed, Jew- 
ish organizations active in the field became 
aware, on the basis of careful studies, that thou- 
sands of Jewish children were thus scattered in 
many countries. By that time it became very 
difficult to reclaim them, since each case involved 
prolonged legal procedures and stubborn op- 
position on the part of the guardians, and often 
on the part of the children themselves. In those 
instances where a relative appeared to claim the 
child, it was much easier to win custody over 
it, and the child itself found it much easier to 
make the transition. But in the largest number 
of cases the children’s parents and relatives had 
all been murdered by the Germans, and only an 
impersonal Jewish institution appeared as the 
claimant. 


In Eastern Europe two groups were most act- 


Z. Baumgold was formerly Executive Director of the Labor 
Zionist Committee for Relief and Rehabilitation. In this 
capacity he was in close contact with the problem of re- 
claiming the surviving Jewish children in Europe. 


ive in locating and reclaiming these Jewish war 
orphans: Orthodox elements and members of 
Zionist youth groups. In Western Europe a 
great work was done by the soldiers of the Jew- 
ish Brigade which had fought as a part of the 
British army. Emissaries from Palestine — after 
the war ended — also made great efforts in this 
direction. These children were gathered and 
placed in special homes established for them in 
Italy, Germany and Austria. These “homes” 
were frequently houses requisitioned by the Jew- 
ish Brigade for this purpose. It was a moving 
sight to see the Brigade soldiers — now that the 
fighting was over — seek out beds and bedding 
for the children, unearth food for them in the 
midst of the post-war chaos and attend to their 
personal needs — for many of the children had 
survived under conditions that had made them 
forget the ways of civilized living. Often it was 
necessary to give names to these children, for 
they had forgotten their own names. 

In Poland especially the reclamation of the 
Jewish children immediately after the war be- 
came a regular business for some Poles. Some 
Poles wanted compensation for “‘costs” incurred 
during the children’s stay with them. Others, 
who had meantime baptised the children into 
the Catholic faith, wanted compensation for the 
“sin” of relinquishing the Jewish children to 
their own people. In still other instances it was 
simply a question of blackmail: knowing the 
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eagerness of Jewish organizations to restore the 
handful of surviving children to their own peo- 
ple, ransoms as high as the traffic would bear 
were demanded, and generally obtained. In 1945 
and 1946 surviving Jewish children could be 
bought in the marketplaces of Poland as one 
could. buy calves. A peasant would demand a 
fantastic price and threaten to take the child 
back with him if his price was refused. The 
child, meantime, would stand by and watch the 
haggling that was to determine its fate. In the 
Western European countries such transactions 
were conducted in a more humane and courteous 
manner — a more civilized region, after all. 


[* SHOULD BE sTRESSED that this inhuman trad- 

ing with Jewish children did not apply in all 
cases. There were also many Christians -and 
Christian institutions who risked their own lives 
and safety during the war to rescue Jewish chil- 
dren and to protect them, and carefully abided 
by the last wishes of the children’s parents. 
There were even saintly Christians who, after 
the war, escorted the children to Israel and main- 
tain with them a contact of love and devotion 
to this day. 


As conditions in Europe became more stable 
the location and ransoming of these children 
was undertaken by various Zionist groups, and 
the financing of the children’s homes was largely 
made possible with funds from such philanthrop- 
ic organizations as the Jewish Joint Distribution 
Committee. The Labor Zionist Committee for 
Relief and Rehabilitation, through its own ef- 
forts, located some hundreds of such children 
and provided for their needs. In the United 
States, Foster Parents plans were put into effect, 
thus providing direct contact between contribu- 
tors to the children’s homes and individual chil- 
dren. It is impossible to assay the effect which 
these contacts with ‘‘adopted families” had upon 
the children. 


When Israel was established, these children’s 
homes in Europe were quickly emptied and they 
found a congenial home in the midst of an en- 
vironment where they were welcomed. At this 
time, too, the Eastern European countries, which 
had fallen under communist domination, began 
to restrict Jewish activities and to limit emigra- 
tion. The job of tracing children came to an 
end in this region. In Western Europe, too, in- 
terest in activities growing out of the war dim- 
inished as the years passed. Eight years after the 
German surrender there no longer exists the 
moral climate and the great sense of compassion 
which moved so many of us six or seven years 
ago. The world, and many Jews as well, wants 
to forget and to return to “normalcy.” The 
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dangers now looming on the horizon have con- 
tributed their share to the general shift of in- 
terest. 


Now and then a particularly dramatic case, 
involving misappropriated Jewish war orphans, 
again arouses interest for a while. A case like 
this stirred France some time ago when a Jewish 
girl, whose parents had been murdered by the 
Germans and who had been apprenticed to a 
French farmer, one night set fire to his house and 
barn. The heart-rending story of abuse and mis- 
treatment that drove the girl to her act of des- 
peration, which was revealed in the French 
courtroom, caused a furor. She was adjudged 
innocent. Then the matter of the Jewish chil- . 
dren was again forgotten. More recently the 
case of the Finaly orphans, their forced baptism 
and the refusal to return the children to their 
relatives has aroused all of France and has also 
created much interest abroad. One would like 
to hope that the Finaly case will end happily and 
that it will mark the end of the tragic chapter 
of the lost children of Israel. But such hope is 
not well founded. Hundreds of surviving Jew- © 
ish children no doubt still remain unreclaimed, 
and individual tragic instances will probably 
keep cropping up for a generation. Even as 
these lines are being written, the press reports 
a case of two missing Jewish war orphans in Hol- 
land. The Dutch guardians of these two girls 
(Anneke H. Beekman and Rebecca Melhado) 
who are now twelve years old, claim not to know 
where they are, but “are confident” that they 
are “well taken care of.” 


Not since the days of Czar Nicholas I, when 
Jewish boys were officially kidnapped for mil- 
itary service and forced conversion, has the Jew- 
ish people had such a tragic and almost insoluble 
problem on its hands. 
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Politics in a Cloak of Religion 


by James 


‘ANY NEWSPAPERS have given full coverage 
to the addresses and resolutions delivered 
or adopted at the convention of the American 
Council for Judaism at San Francisco from 
May 7th through the 10th. There may be some 
misunderstanding as to the strength and charac- 
ter of this organization, and some credence may 
be lent to its charges against Zionism, wild and 
irresponsible though they are. It is therefore 
necessary to consider these things as concisely 
as possible. 


The American Council for Judaism is a small 
national organization, comprising by its own 
statement some 15,000 persons. It was originally 
organized to fight the creation of a Jewish 
state. When that fight was lost, instead of dis- 
banding, it continued. It proclaims itself now 
as devoted to combating Jewish “nationalism,” 
espousing an exclusively “religious” interpreta- 
tion of Jewish life. It is periodically engaged in 
attacking the religious text-books in use, in re- 
writing Jewish history, and in striving to create 
materials in the pattern of its own ideas. 


The American Council for Judaism represents 
an exceedingly small minority of American 
Jews. But we Jews cannot dismiss minorities 
solely because they are small. Important ideas 
are sometimes advanced by very small groups. 
Our charge against the American Council for 
Judaism is not on the score of its size, but that 
it is a recalcitrant, irreconcilable group, pos- 
sessed by a point of view history has already 
exposed and rejected; motivated not by idealism 
or religious fervor but by hatred of Israel and 
Zionism; unscrupulous in its juggling with 
words, citations, and beliefs. It is noteworthy 
that the American Council for Judaism has been 
repudiated not only by the Central Conference 
of American Rabbis, but also by the American 
Jewish Committee. It sails its obstinate course 
alone! 


From the beginning the Council has been 
flinging about the charge of “dual allegiance.” 
It returns to this again and again in diverse 
forms. This it does in spite of the countless 
statements by Zionists, by responsible state-of- 
ficials in Israel, and in spite of indignant repudi- 
ation of its point of view by non-Jewish states- 
men here in America. The President of the 
Council, Mr. Lessing Rosenwald, revealed that 
his organization has submitted a memorandum 
to the Department of State on April 8th of 


G. Heller 


this year. This charges that Jews are in a “quasi- 
legal” position. By which, presumably, it is 
meant that the status of American Jews as 
citizens is not complete or whole. This is a serious 
charge, and one which no responsible organiza- 
tion would have had the effrontery to make. 


First, there is a reference to passport difficul- 
ties. Jews cannot go into Arab lands, and Amer- 
ican passports to Israel remind them of this 
fact. This is one of the unfortunate facts that 
stem from the irreconcilable attitude of Arab 
governments, their economic boycott, their un- 
willingness to transform armistice into peace- 
agreements. But this is not the first time Jews 
have suffered similar disabilities. Jews were not 
given visas to Russia—and President Taft ab- 
rogated a commercial treaty with Tsarist Russia 
as a result. The fact is unquestioned. But the 
interpretation is vicious in the extreme. The 
diminution of Jews’ rights as citizens was not 
introduced by the United States, or practiced 
in the United States, but, in the latter case by 
Russia, and in the former by the Arab lands. 
Some day this too will be changed, for peace is 
bound to come to the Middle East. 


THat JEws MAY COME into Israel as of right 

is one of the central tenets of Zionism, and, 
through all the economic difficulties its course 
has entailed, Israel has maintained this right, 
written into its “Law of the Return.” This is 
unique in history. It does not diminish nor make 
doubtful the status of any American citizen, 
Jewish or otherwise. One of the basic human 
rights, however little it may be regarded in our 
fantastic time, is the. right of emigration. Am- 
ericans, remembering the story of the Puritans, 
of the Huguenots, and even of the Catholic 
Cavaliers, will have no difficulty in understand - 
ing this right. It is not the ultimate goal of Is- 
rael to be a “city of refuge.” But for some years 
in the immediate past, and during some years 
to come, it has had and will have to be just this. 
But it must be clearly understood: No American 
Jew need go to Israel. He must first make up his 
mind that he wishes to leave America. This in 
no wise impairs his American citizenship. It is 
simply an opportunity given him outside his 
citizenship, of which he may never avail him- 
self. To represent this as a diminution of status 
is a serious distortion and misrepresentation. 


None of the cases cited by the American 
Council for Judaism substantiate the charge 
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that Israel, or Zionists, are responsible for a 
“change of status conferred on American Jews 
without their permission.” Facts are taken out 
of context, and utilized to defend a prejudiced 
point of view. 

The whole technique of this organization, ex- 
hibited in many ways at its tenth conference, 
consists in using highly colored words, and beg- 
ging the question by their employment. Instead 
of a unique and noble adventure unprecedented 
in history, the end-result of unparalleled hero- 
ism and pioneering intrepidity, instead of a 
young nation that has aroused the generous 
admiration of all who have visited it, Israel is 
represented as a vicious malefactor, a distorter 
of Jewish history, a denier of the “universal” 
aspects of the Jewish tradition. Such a view can 
arise only out of pathological fixations. 

Thus, the ex-provost of the University of 
California demands that Israel ‘“‘must cease to 
lure young Americans” from the United States. 
The fighting word is “lure!” There is a world 
of difference between the emotional atmosphere 
suggested by this word and that which actually 
obtains. Israel invites those young American- 
Jews who wish to go, who believe that they can 
live more integrated Jewish lives there, or who 
feel that they care to give of themselves toward 
the amazing and inspiring venture of the re- 
birth of Israel. No one is compelled. No one 
is “lured.” There is nothing underhand, and 
there is nothing counter to the whole spirit of 
America. 


The land whose liberty was won by men 
who fought side by side with Lafayette, with 
Kosciuszko, with von Steuben; the land that 
sent many officers and men to fight with San 
Martin and Bolivar in South America; the land 
that has sent others to help wherever the cause 
of human dignity and liberty was imperiled, 
understands those Jews and non-Jews who 
rushed to Israel. to help it on land, on the sea, 
and in the air, in 1947-48. It will also under- 
stand those young American Jews who go to Is- 
rael impelled by an idealism that is unintelligible 
to the American Council for Judaism, leaving 
at great personal sacrifice a land “of milk and 
honey” for one that is harsh and poor for the 
present. 


Dr. Devutscx Is soricrrous about the “Arab 

refugees.” He demands that they be resettled 
in “the new nation,” by which he means Israel. 
This is not the place to enter into the entire 
problem of the Arab refugees: how and why 
they left the country, and what should be done 
about them. This question has already been 
handled by a number of impartial commissions 
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of the UN, and also by others of a non-official 
character. What is striking is that the solicitude 
of the American Council for Judaism is ex- 
clusively for the Arab refugees, but not a word 
is said about the Jewish refugees, who did not 
start a war and who were forced out in many 
cases by Arab lands that refuse to care for their 
own brothers. 


Dr. Deutsch also has the effrontery to ask 
that Israel “liberalize its citizen laws.” The fact 
is that, under conditions that obtain after a war, 
no country has treated a hostile minority with 
as much political and economic liberality as has 
Israel. And most recently it has been taking still 
further steps to improve the status of its Arab | 
citizens all along the line. 


We cannot enter here into a detailed discus- 
sion of the efforts of the Council to create re- 
ligious texts which shall emphasize the “universal 
aspects of Judaism.” No one opposes this. On 
the contrary, examples of ethical and spiritual 
courage, the understanding and espousal of the 
“universal” principles of Judaism, are to be 
found chiefly among the “nationalists,” whom 
it is the pleasure of these men and women to be- 
rate. The fallacy of the Council’s approach lies 
in a false antithesis, one which Judaism has re- 
pudiated again and again in the course of its 
history. “Universalism” is not opposed to “na- 
tionalism.” They are twin poles of one axis, the 
obverse and reverse of one reality. Judaism has 
oscillated between them, according to need and 
bent. But in essence it has always regarded itself 
as a people with a message, embodied in a way 
of life. This unitary concept compounded of 
body and soul, of people and faith, of realism 
and idealism, appears to exceed the scope of 
mind of the gentlemen of the Council. Yet it 
is the essence of Judaism, as of the Jewish people. 


The Council also appears unable to distinguish 
between an “American Jewish community” 
based on compulsion, and one that rests upon 
consent. Not all human associations are national. 
Not all result only from the power to tax or to 
coerce. This is, to say the least, a point of view 
unworthy of an organization which asserts that 
it has a “spiritual” approach. Certainly the rights 
of minorities should be safeguarded. All of us 
recognize -this as part of the spirit of America, 
and of all free institutions. But this should not 
be interpreted as preventing a large majority 
from speaking in its own name. Whoever dis- 
sents may express his dissent, have it recorded, 
or secede, if he wishes. Nor does it signify that 
one believes Jews to be a “secular and separate 
group” to contend that Jews have a right to 
come together, to discuss their affairs, to come 
when possible to united points of view and 
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united courses of action. There is no logical 
relation between the right of any group to meet 
and consider, and the contention that this is 
“contrary to the American idea of society.” 
Even a religious fellowship has under a democ- 
racy the “right of assembly.” 

But it has more than the right. It has the duty 
to find a way toward mutual counsel and unitary 
life. It is striking that the groups that oppose 
the notion of an American Jewish. community 
are invariably those that want unlimited rights 
as a minority, who wish their voice to be mis- 
taken for that of the majority, who wish to 
silence the majority so that outsiders will not 
be able to tell who is speaking. Why does not 
the same logic apply to the American Council 
for Judaism as to others? By what right do they 
issue resolutions, adopt violent points of view, 
for their “community”? Consistency would re- 
quire them to be silent, and let every individual 
speak for himself. 


HE COUNCIL Now STATES that it looks warm- 
ly upon the Jews of Israel, because they are 
“members of our religious fellowship.” Aside 
from their historical misrepresentation of this 
“religious fellowship,” to which we have already 
adverted, this declaration rings somewhat cold. 
None of these “religious” Jews would be in Israel 
if it were not for the “nationalism” which the 
Council deplores. Many of them would be dead 
or languishing elsewhere. The real essense of 
Judaism, brotherhood, love of one’s neighbor, 
fealty to the cause of Israel, straining toward 
social justice, the attainment of the same freedom 
for which our fathers fled from Egypt—these 
are in Israel and not in the “religious fellowship” 
of the blind and the wayward. ; 

One of the more amusing phrases to emerge 
from the convention of the Council is that as- 
cribed to one of the vice-presidents of the 
Council, who proclaims that the American Jew- 
ish community “reeks with the authoritarianism 
of medieval times.” This will indeed be news to 
those who know something of the multiform 
divisions, religious, philanthropic, communal, 
that divide the American Jewish community. 
The phrase, and the comparison, are so extreme 
as to be a superb exposure of the frame of mind 
out of which they issue. 

And finally the high-priest of this group, its 
executive-director Rabbi Elmer Berger, indulged 
in wild statements and equally wild accusations 
which aimed to outdo its most intemperate 
zealots. 

Zionists are trying “‘to isolate the Department 
of State from the Eisenhower Administration,” 
Rabbi Berger said. He compared this with the 
iniquitous attempt of British Zionists (during 
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the time of the MacDonald White Paper, and the 
British blockade of Palestine) ‘to isolate the 
British Foreign Office.” He issued the ominous 
statement that Americans know “there are more 
states in the Middle East than Israel.” He accused 
the Zionists of tactics not ‘vastly different” 
from those “employed by one Joe McCarthy.” 
This nonsense is quite typical of the political 
maturity of this group. 

That President after President of the United 
States, Senator after Senator—men not to be 
intimidated by Zionists or by Rosenwald or Ber- 
ger—have understood Zionism and Israel; that 
they agreed with the statement of Robert Cecil 
that after the First World War there were only 
two permanent gains—the League of Nations 
and the proposal to regenerate Israel—that 
American policy is fully cognizant of the rela- 
tive positions of the Arab states and of Israel 
and of our own American interests vis-a-vis 
all of them; that there is a profound affinity, 
if not identity, of American with Israeli interests 
in the Middle East in that region’s painfully slow 
and hesitant progress toward democracy and 
justice; that Israel is at one with the American 
dream, as a refuge for the harassed and oppressed, 
as a citadel of liberty, as an outpost of economic 
and political progress; that Israel stands even 
closer than formerly to America by reason of 
the cessation of Russian diplomatic relations with 
it, and by reason of the temporizing, equivocal 
attitude of the Arab states—all this does not 
enter into the consciousness of the American 
Council for Judaism or of its political “experts.” 
All is darkness. All is machination and subver- 
sion. Zionists cannot act except out of divided 
motives. Every act is scrutinized, every wird 
weighed, not by a balanced mind, but by people 
seeking wildly for additional material to bolster 
a prejudice adopted and never subjected to ex- 
amination or review. 

Such a group is a phenomenon. It is not with- 
out precedents in Jewish history. The story of 
a beleaguered people, one living for the sake of 
a special and “different” faith, must include 
such men and women. They are a function of 
its hard way, a corollary of its difficult thesis. 
Fortunately, history scorns them. They belong 
to the eddies of the stream of life. They are 
among those who, like Mephistopheles in Goethe’s 
Faust, “perpetually deny.” But life does not 
move forward by denial. It deals summarily with 
those who develop a protective armor that im- 
pedes their freedom of movement. 

There is little hope of changing them. The 
answer is in their eventual disappearance. Op- 
position, however loftily phrased, however clad 
in “universalism,” cannot long endure against 
the warm, vital creation of Israel and its citizens. 
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Concentration Camp: Il-The Hangmen 
by Leibush Lehrer 


This is the second and concluding part of the study of 
the effects of the concentration camps. The first part, 
dealing with the effects of the camps on the victims, 
appeared in the April issue of this magazine. 


[" 1s coop To KNow that the surviving victims 

of the concentration camps are recuperating 
from the wounds which their experiences had 
inflicted on their psyches. However, those psy- 
chological ailments which manifested themselves 
in the brutalization of the German masters of 
the camps are much more difficult to heal, es- 
pecially in the prevailing world climate. 

First of all we must free ourselves of the false 
notion that the Nazi leaders were abnormal and 
psychologically sick people. Dr Kelley, who 
served as psychiatrist in the Nurenberg prison 
and daily examined the imprisoned Nazis, de- 
clared that, with the exception of Rudolph Hess, 
he found none of the prisoners mentally dis- 
turbed. People like them, he said, are to be found 
in any American city, and the only difference 
between them would consist in the living con- 
ditions and the regime under which they lived.') 
A similar though somewhat differently word- 
ed opinion was expressed by Dr. Gilbert 
who also studied the Nazi war criminals during 
the Nurenberg trial as a psychiatrist.2) And 
Peter McKellar expressed a like view in his work 
on the responsibility for the Nazi extermina- 
tion program.*) I do not know of a single 
psychologist or psychiatrist, who had any per- 
sonal contacts with those criminals, who tried 
to explain their actions on the basis of morbid 
psychological deviations. 

The above conclusions add to our amazement. 
How could normal people do what they did? 
It is my impression that the legend of their ab- 
normality is but a desperate attempt to explain 
that which is totally alien to common sense. 

As a matter of fact our bafflement in the 
face of Nazi behavior is not sufficiently con- 
sidered. The Nazi techniques were simply the 
most extreme frontier of human capacity for 
inhumanity. Brutal attitudes toward human life 
could be discerned before the war, and are mani- 





1 Douglas M. Kelley, “Twenty Two Cells in Nuremberg,” 
1947. 

2 G. M. Gilbert, “The Psychology of Dictatorship,” 1950, 
254. 

3 Peter McKellar, “Responsibility for the Nazi Policy of 
Extermination,” The Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychol- 
ogy, 1951, Vol. 34, 153-163. 





fested even today, not only among Germans. It 
is not necessary to go far afield to find persons 
who implicitly or explicitly consent to such 
brutalities. It must be admitted, however, that 
the extreme degree of Nazi degeneration calls 
for a special explanation. as 


We will not here consider the social outcasts 
of the German underworld and the truly sick 
persons who indulged their sadistic urges by 
tormenting the concentration camp inmates. It 
is more important to examine the cultural milieu 
of those who provided the outcasts and the de- 
generates with an opportunity to indulge their 
vices. ~ 
WHEN AMERICAN occupation authorities in 

Germany needed German personnel imme- 
diately after the war, a group of Americans was 
sent to examine the applicants and to select such 
as could collaborate with the program of the 
American authorities. While doing so they had 
an opportunity to study the problem thoroughly. 
One of them, the psychiatrist Bertram Schaff- 
ner, later published a report of his study the 
first chapter of which was called “Why Are 
Germans German?” His answer was that the 
German character stemmed from the authorita- 
rian nature of the German family. He mentioned 
the role of the German Vater who ruled his 
roost with an iron hand and demanded unques- 
tioning obedience. A similar spirit prevailed in 
the German schools: “The Weimar Republic 
did away with corporal punishment for dis- 
obedience; Hitler reinstituted it. Corporal pun- 
ishment could be reintroduced into the schools 
because it was sanctioned in the home, and it 
did not lead to any conflict in the mind of the 
German child as it would have with American 
children.”’) 


This study, based on tests, questionnaires and 
interviews in which thousands of Germans parti- 
cipated, stresses the Spartan qualities which 
German parents sought to implant in their 
children. The ideal quality sought in the child 
was Hartschlaegigkeit—a high tolerance for 
physical punishment. In this connection Schaff- 
ner recalls that in the duels between German 
university students, the one whose face was cut 
would not seek the help of a doctor but would 
instead have cotton stuffed into the wound so 


4 Bertram Schaffner, “Fatherland,” 1948, p. 47. 
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that a prominent scar be left as a token of the 
ideal masculinity.5) 

This spirit permeated the German home, 
school and other social organizations. It is 
scarcely necessary to assign responsibility to 
one of these institutions. The culture of a people 
forms a characteristic pattern that is a syn- 
thesis of many factors that are simultaneously 
cause and effect. 

In September, 1944, at the very height of 
world war II, General George Marshall, Chief 
of Staff of the American armies, said in the 
course of an address to a meeting of the Ameri- 
can Legion: “War is the greatest tragedy of the 
human race.” The following three instances 

‘will illustrate the contrasting German menta- 
lity. Dr. Kelley recalls that as far back as 1893, 
in a time of peace, the German Count Von 
‘Haesler addressed his soldiers as follows: “It 
is necessary that our civilization should build 
its temples on mountains of corpses, on an ocean 
of the death cries of men without number.” 
And in 1905 Professor Ernest Hase, then presi- 
dent of the Pan-German League, declared: “In 
the future, who will do the difficult and dirty 
work that every national society based on labor 
will always have to perform? . . . Will the 
German people have to take the place of slaves? 
The answer lies in our condemning foreign Eu- 
ropeans, Poles, Czechs, Jews, Italians, etc . . . to 
these jobs of slaves.” Nine years later, at the 
outbreak of world war I, the Hamburger Nach- 
richten wrote: “Frankly, we are and must re- 
main barbarians. Everything our soldiers do, no 
matter what, in order to discourage, overcome 
and crush our enemies is an act of bravery and is 
entirely justified.”®) 


‘THAT INTELLECTUAL AND ACADEMIC leaders are 

important in any culture is a truism. These 
leaders of German cultural life have incurred 
everlasting shame during world war II. We ob- 
tain a general picture of the hell which they 
helped create from Dr. Max Weinreich’s book 
Hitler’s Professors. The outstanding share in the 
shameful role which this class played in Germany 
belongs to the psychologists, whose task it is 
to —— an objective evaluation of the spiri- 
tual life of mankind. As early as 1932 Walter 
Poppelreuter gave a course in political psy- 
chology “based on Hitler’s Mein Kampf,” and 
he was an outstanding leader of German cul- 
tural life since he was a professor at the Univer- 
sity of Bonn and Director of the Institute of 
Applied Psychology. At the national Psycho- 





5 Ibid., p. 56. 
© Douglas M. Kelley, “Twenty Two Cells in Nurenberg,” 
1947, pp. 3-6. 
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technical Conference held in Prague in 1934 
the German delegate, Duesseldorf, declared that 
only German workers had souls. And Dr, 
Simoneit, chief of the psychological laboratory 
of the German War Department, wrote that 
war provides an opportunity to develop soldier- 
ly qualities and that the war morality must be 
transferred to everyday living. 

Jewish psychologists of outstanding accom- 
plishment were discharged and their former 
German colleagues joyfully greeted this act and 
leaped to heap insults upon them. The most 
savage anti-Semitism affected even German psy- 
chologists of international renown. When in 
1945 the American occupation forces sought 
non-Nazi psychologists they could locate only 
three such, and only one of these was in the 
American zone—three out of thousands.”) 

A people that sets up mechanical obedience 
as a virtue in itself does not find it hard to sub- 
mit to the discipline of military leadership; and 
military morality, by its very nature, tends to 
disregard scruples concerning the lives of others, 


more especially of those regarded as enemies. 


To this should be added the visions of an ideal 
future for Germans which the Nazis portrayed 
before their people as the outcome of the ap- 
plication of their blood and soil theories. 

The German hangmen underwent intensive 
conditioning. On October 4, 1943, Himmler 
delivered his notorious address to the SS Group 
Leaders in the course of which he said: “I will 
now speak frankly of an earnest matter. We 
can speak of it openly though we will never 
mention it in public . . . I have in mind the 
purge of the Jews, the extermination of the 
Jewish race. It is one of those things which are 
easy to say in words: The Jewish race will be 
exterminated. Every party member says it, nat- 
urally, because this is our program, to liquidate 
the Jews; extermination—that’s what we are 
engaged in. But none of those who speak thus 
have witnessed it (the extermination), not one 
of them has followed it through to the end. 
But you (SS leaders), most of you know what 
it means when 100 corpses lie together, 500 
corpses, 1000 corpses. To have experienced this 
and, with exceptions that are due to human 
weakness, to remain decent fellows, that’s what 
hardens us—this is a glorious page in our history 
that was never written before and will never 
be written again.”*) 


7 Franciska Baumgarten-Tramer, “German Psychologists and 
Recent Events,” The Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychol- 
ogy, 1948, Vol. 49, pp. 452-465. 

8 Leo Alexander, ‘Destructive and Self-Destructive Trends 
in Criminalized Society,” The Journal of Criminal Law and 
Criminology, 1949, Vol. 39, pp. 553-546. 
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In 1943, when the Nazis had already exter- 
minated millions and the misery of those still 
living rent the heavens, it was still necessary to 
harden the tormentors so that their hearts should 
not quake out of “human weakness.” The Ger- 
man murderer who functioned in the ghettos 
had still not been perfected. Indeed, we are in- 
formed by Ernest Federn, himself an inmate of 
Buchenwald, that the crematoria were originally 
planned not for the victims, and that the scaf- 
folds were used more often for SS men than 
for the camp inmates.) 


HE NAZIS HAD PLANNED to murder thirty 
million Slavs and to exterminate all the Jews. 
The authors of this plan had still another aim: 
to use the extermination as a school to harden 
their men for the future tasks of German politics 
which only such hardened murderers could per- 
form. Consequently the degree of mercilessness, 
brutal indifference and punctuality in carrying 
out these inhuman missions became a yardstick 
for the perfection of the German murderer. 
It is encouraging to note that this program 
did not entirely succeed. Even the ruthless dis- 
cipline of the SS and the devilish propaganda 
failed to achieve its end. The aforementioned 
Federn tells about decent SS men. And Eric 
Altman remarks about the SS overseer Kutchka 
that “He was a human being, almost a com- 
rade.”"®) Pessie Frenkel-Saltzman cites some 
instances of compassion and humanity on the 
part of Germans in her camp.) Dorothy Ma- 
cardle quotes Rivka Kleiner, who was deported 
from her native Polish town at the age of eight, 
as follows: “Some Germans did not murder 
children, but these men were kind only when 


they were alone... We were always afraid when - 


two or more came together, because then one 
could inform on the other if the latter was too 
gentle with Jews.*!2) Similar instances are to be 
found in other reports. 

The name of the German chauffeur Anton 
Schmidt, who sacrificed his life for the ghetto 
Jews, is often mentioned in the literature of 
that period. Nor was he the only one of this 
kind. 

But as a general rule the Nazi education com- 
menced early and bore fruit. In high school 
textbooks students were given problems in how 
many poison gas bombs of a specified size are 
required to cover a defined area, or how many 





9 E. Federn, “The Terror as a System, The Concentration 
Camp,” Psychiatry Quarterly, Supplement, Vol. 22, 1948, Part 
I, pp. 52-86. 

10 Erich Altmann, Im Angesicht des Todes, Wien, 1947, 
pp. ol 62. 

11 Pessie Frenkel-Saltzman, Heftling, No. 94771, Montreal. 

12° Dorothy Macardle, “Children of Europe,” 1951, p. 112. 
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housing units could be built for the sum re- 
quired to build a hospital for incurables.*) The 
latter problem aimed to convince the pupils that 
incurables should be exterminated. 

Candidates for SS formations had to undergo 
severe tests. Admission to the rank of officer 
was especially difficult. The candidate had, 
first of all, to prove pure Aryan descent for at 
least four generations and to submit an unblem- 
ished genealogy dating back to 1750, proving 
that there had been no signs of degeneration. 
One lacking such documents, or whose docu- 
ments did not show a perfect genealogy, could 
hurdle this barrier by “meritorious” conduct in 
a concentration camp or in one of the Special 
Commands. A candidate who had to his credit 
a Fehmemord—the secret murder of a political 
opponent—was most highly esteemed. 


THE MOTTO OF THE SS was Meine Ehre heisst 

Treue—loyalty above all else and without 
any qualifications. The best way to demonstrate 
loyalty was through blood. “Blood cement” was 
the term the SS used when they took the oath 
to kill or to die without thinking for the sake 
of the cause. 

The highest ideal of the SS was Sterbefreudig- 
heit—exalted joy over one’s own death as well 
as willingness to murder. The concentration 
camp became the school for demonstrating this 
joy in death. 

This spirit, as is well-known, also permeated 
the entire German medical profession. The per- 
verted attitude toward death extended so far that 
doctors on German submarines were duty bound 
to administer injections of poison to crew mem- 
bers who disobeyed orders. 

German medical perversion went much fur- 
ther than this. Lucie Adelsberger, a Jewish wom- 
an doctor of the staff of the Robert Koch In- 
stitute of Berlin, was sent to the women’s 
division of the camp at Auschwitz. There she 
was assigned to work in the camp hospital and 
she relates the following incident. One of the 
German doctors in charge demanded that all the 
Gypsy children in the hospital suffering from 
eye ailments be cured within two weeks. As 
soon as the children were cured he ordered them 
to the gas chamber.) A document presented 
to the Nurenberg War Crimes trial concerned 
a similar incident, the only difference being 
that in this case the German doctor himself shot 
the children with his own pistol.!5) 


13 Leo Alexander, ‘““The Molding of Personality Under Dic- 
tatorship,” The Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, 
1949, Vol. 40. 

14 Lucie Adelsberger, “Medical Observations in Auschwitz 
Concentration Camp,” Lancet, 1946, Vol. I, pp. 317-319. 

15 “Trials of War Criminals,” 1950, Vol. 5, p. 1075. 
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Nearly all students of the Nazi mentality 
point out the remarkable fact that moral con- 
siderations did not figure in Nazi reasoning. 
Describing his study of seven German war pris- 
oners in the United States, Eissler stresses that 
throughout the interviews they never used jus- 
tice as a basis for their arguments. Military 
needs—or what they considered as such—were 
sufficient justification in their eyes for all the 
havoc the Germans had caused. He also noted 
that whereas American soldiers habitually com- 
plain about discipline even under most favor- 
able circumstances, the German prisoners had 
no such complaints against their commanders. 
They described severe discipline, but justified it 
as unavoidable.!®) 


OW WAS ALL THIS possible? What had hap- 
pened to human conscience in Germany? 
In order to find an answer to the above ques- 
tions it is necessary to become familiar with the 
character of dictatorship and the nature of con- 
science. The Dutch psychiatrist, J. Tas, who was 
himself deported to Bergen Belsen states: ‘““There 
people acted according to their conscience; i.e. 
according to party or national conscience.”!7) 


It is obvious that there cannot be man without. 


conscience. But a dictatorship socializes con- 
science. Dictatorships arise amid visions of some 
ideal future; they are mercilessly aggressive and 
channelize the sympathies and antipathies of 
their subjects toward a single goal. Conscience 
becomes depersonalized and based on group con- 
cepts. 

In the case of most persons conscience is a 
very mobile thing, which can be shunted from 
one track to another at critical moments. In 
times of danger individuals take liberties with 
their moral principles, i.e., they change the key 
in which conscience ordinarily functions. But 
the social factor is the most potent in modify- 
ing conscience. The requirements of my group, 
my class, my people, my.country overpower 
and banish accepted personalized moral stand- 
ards. 

The ghastly terseness of the verb “to liqui- 
date,” when applied to human beings, expresses 
most adequately the moral depravity of dicta- 
torship. This word embodies the intention to 
do away with the barrier between life and death. 
It aims to destroy the’most profound experience 
of personal existence, our attitude of distress, 
unique in its emotional tone, with which we 





16 K. R. Eissler, “Incidental Observations During Psychiatric 
Surveys on Seven German Prisoners of War,” The American 
Journal of Psycho-therapy, 1948, Vol. 2, pp. 33-63. 

17 J. Tas, “The Enigma of Bergen Belsen,” Knickerbocker 
Weekly, Dec. 31, 1945 - Jan. 7, 1946. 
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respond toward the death of fellow humans. 
For to liquidate a person may mean anything, 
from loss of position to loss of life itself. Dicta- 
torship forces its subjects to eliminate from con- 
sciousness the frightening abyss between or- 
dinary punishment aad putting an end to life. 

The SS man was sent to the concentration 
camp to liquidate, to remove a stubborn ob- 
stacle and thereby clear the way to the ideal 
future promised to him. The helpless and socially 
isolated victim—a vivid contrast to his own 
impersonal mass existence—only served to an- 
noy him and confirm his conviction that the 
prisoner was “naturally” an object to be de- 
stroyed. 

The road leading from man to hangman is 
wide open under any dictatorship. It begins with 
the dulling of moral sensitivity, so that a person 
may vanish without trace, without anyone ask- 
ing concerning his whereabouts. The rest de- 
pends on the specific detailed characteristics of 
the amoral ideology of the regime. In Germany 
the process of liquidation assumed the most 
savage form as compared with any other dic- 
tatorship. But the key to understanding the 
Nazi regime lies in the concept of “liquidating,” 
which it shared with all other dictatorships. 


THERE Is GREAT SATISFACTION in subordinating 

oneself to strict discipline in the name of 
a great ideal for the future. In this way one 
experiences the exaltation of a more profound 
sense of living. But the intensity of this pleasure 
and enrichment of self can thrive only if the 
discipline is assumed voluntarily. Free choice 
is the very air in which the consciousness of self 
grows. 

All dictatorships are caught in the contradic- 
tion of imposing a burden on their subjects in 
the name of an ideal, and at the same time de- 
priving them of the satisfaction of free choice. 
It cannot be otherwise. Free choice and dictator- 
ship are a contradiction in terms. As freedom is 
diminished, the enthusiasm of the followers also 
declines, 

But dictatorships offer opportunities that 
compensate the individual for his loss of free- 
dom. One such opportunity occurs when the 
subject of a dictatorship can achieve a sense of 
superiority by activély persecuting or torment- 
ing someone whom the dictatorship intends to 
destroy. This give him a chance to assert him- 
self within the prescribed limits. A complete 
utilization of such opportunities feeds the needs 
for individual self-assertion. 

The enjoyment of a sense of superiority over 
others is deeply rooted in mankind. It may be 
an innocent and even a beneficial factor. But 
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under a dictatorship it may lead the loyal sub- 
jects to become instruments of murder or mur- 
derers themselves. 

The difference between the democratic and 
the dictatorial way of life is that in the former 
the goal is, within certain limits, a personality 
with diversely oriented ideas, loyalties, interests, 
attitudes and a conscience rooted in the in- 
dividual’s self. It is a domain which may be 
called polyracy, the rule of many - many shades 
and substantial moments of the intellectual, ide- 
ological and emotional panorama of life. Dic- 
tatorship, on the contrary, is monoracy, the 
rule of one - one ideology, one position with re- 
gard to all branches of science and art, one dom- 
ineering interest for all, a conscience from which 
values emerging from purely personal growth 
are alienated, all this headed by one overpower- 
ing divinity, the dictator at the helm. 

In Germany the Nazi dictatorship brought 
out in the people the most inhuman savagery 
of all time. The toll we paid is only too ‘well 
known. But this must not blind us to the mis- 
fortunes we suffered and continue to suffer 
under other dictatorships. When we think of 
the horrors of the Nazi period, it would be 
realistic—and also helpful toward an under- 
standing of the future—to identify the hang- 
man more accurately. He was not simply Ger- 
many—he was Germany under a Nazi dictato~ 
ship. 
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N MAY 10, 1933 HITLER began 

to burn books. That same day 
there appeared in England a large 
anthology called Yisroel in which 
Mr. Joseph Leftwich, a promi- 
nent Anglo-Jewish literary man, 
brought together stories by Jewish 
writers from a number of coun- 
tries. The coincidence had genuine 
pathos, even drama; yet one anti- 
cipates—not, to be sure, from Mr. 
Leftwich himself — the familiar 
and embarrassing “Jewish de- 
fense” which would make of Yis- 
roel an “answer” to the book 
burnings. That, it is not. The 


right of a people to survive does: 


not depend on the quality of its 
literature; I should not like to 
suppose that my claim to exist- 
ence could be validated by the 
kind or amount of talent Mr. 
Leftwich has assembled. 


Yisroel, in its recent American 
edition, is sub-titled ‘The First 
Jewish Omnibus”—and one can’t 
help wondering how some of the 
passengers gained admittance. Mr. 
Leftwich has, of course, included 
such excellent Jewish writers as 
Sholom Aleichem, Peretz, Kafka, 
Babel, and Bialik, but he has also 
found room for an astonishing 
number of mediocre figures whose 
only point in common is their 
Jewish birth: once over-rated but 
now justly neglected novelists like 
Feuchtwanger, Golding, Stefan 
Zweig; plodding third-raters like 
Thyra Samter Winslow, W. L. 
George, Sarah Gertrude Millin; 
and mere hacks like G. B. Stern, 
Edna Ferber, and Vicki Baum. 
These pedestrian authors, and they 
are no less pedestrian for being 
Jews, are so numerous as to cast 
a grey fog over the shores of 
Yisroel. 4 





Irving Howe is the author of books on 
William Faulkner and Sherwood Ander- 
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by Irving Howe 


Why Mr. Leftwich should have 
chosen so promiscuously, is an in- 
teresting problem. The poorness 
of his American section may be 
due to unfamiliarity, but this can- 
not be the whole explanation, for 
it is the English section of Yisroel, 
drawn from a literature with 
which he is most intimate, that 
proves the dreariest in the book. 
I cannot help thinking that if Mr. 
Leftwich had been asked to edit 
a collection of English verse, his 
standards would have been far 
more rigorous than they are in 
Yisroel. And that is the besetting 
trouble of Jewish cultural life: 
the assumption that because a 
piece of writing comes from “one 
of us” it merits special indulgence 
and puffing. The Yiddish critics, 
or at least the best of them, are 
too serious—and too proud—to 
make this mistake; they realize 
the need for literary standards in- 
dependent of group loyalties, they 
do not melt into adoration simply 
because a rebbe or a bobbe appears 
in a story. One feels, however, that 
Mr. Leftwich has blinked his own 
taste in order to admit a few more 
Landsleit. 


Mr. Leftwich himself realizes 
that his principle of selection must 
quickly lead to serious difficulties. 
With disarming candor he writes 
in his introduction: “Are they a 
connected unit, these stories by 
Jewish-born authors? Are they— 
as a collection of English stories, 
or German and French stories 
would be—linked together by a 
common language, a common 
country, a common literary tradi- 
tion and development? They are 
a collection of stories from many 
lands, written in many tongues, 
according to many traditions. If 
there is any unity it is in the Yid- 
dish and Hebrew group. But what 
links the rest?” 


That, indeed, is the question 
and I doubt that Mr. Leftwich 


has quite answered it. 





JEWISH FRONTIER. 


"Jewish Literature’ — and Yiddish 


UPPOSE WE GLANCE at two. 


pieces of fiction, one in Yis- 
roel and the other not. From an 
Anglo-Jewish writer named Al- 


fred Sutro, whose work includes. 


Foolish Virgins and Far Above 
Rubies, Mr. Leftwich has chosen 
a story called “The Bread on the 
Waters.” A well-cut triviality at 
best, it describes the anguish felt 
by an old maid when her rejected 
suitor returns to woo, not her, but 


her silly young niece. Nothing in _ 


it is distinctively Jewish; neither 
the characters nor the theme, the 
atmosphere nor the tone; it is 
eligible for Yisroel only because 
its author was born a Jew. Now 
the other piece of fiction to which 
I would call attention is Ulysses, 
a novel that contains the pro- 
foundest and saddest treatment 
of Jewish character in modern fic- 
tion. Inconveniently, however, its 
author happens to have been born 
an Irishman. 

Does it not seem __ strange 
that Sutro’s flavorless composition 
should be considered part of 
“Jewish literature,” while by Mr. 
Leftwich’s principle of selection, 
Joyce’s great novel is not? If the 
birth of an author is decisive, 
then anything written by a Jew 
must be part of “Jewish litera- 
ture”—otherwise, why Sutro? But 
if, as Mr. Leftwich will shortly 
tell us, “Jewish content” matters 
most, then there is no a priori 
reason for excluding non-Jewish 
writers, since some of the best 
portraits of Jewish life come, ra- 
ther disconcertingly, from Gentile 
writers. 

I have, of course, deliberately 
chosen extreme examples to clari- 
fy my point, and I hasten to 
acknowledge that they do not al- 
low for all the complications that 
arise. Mr. Leftwich struggles with 
these complications, but his eager- 
ness to justify the category, “‘Jew- 
ish literature,” leads him to some 
strange devices. It leads him, for 


one, to construct a_ bewildering 
catalogue of writers who are said 


to have had Jewish blood. Granted, 
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however, that Bret Harte had a 
Jewish grandfather, Stephen Hud- 
son a Jewish father, Sven Hedin 
a dim Jewish ancestor. What does 
this signify? How does it help us 
evaluate Harte’s stories of the 
American frontier or Hedin’s ac- 
counts of his explorations? 


I am not saying, as a distin- 
guished Yiddish writer recently 
said in a New York Yiddish paper, 
that the only valuable fiction 
about Jews is to be found in Yid- 
dish and Hebrew. That seems to 
me absurd. And I am aware that 
there is a thread of continuity in 
Jewish experience, no matter 
where,it occurs and regardless of 
whether you consider the Jews a 
race, a nation, a religious commu- 
nity, or even, in Heine’s words, a 
common Ungliick. A writer por- 
traying life in Whitechapel will 
have important points of simila- 
rity with a writer describing the 
Lower East Side, even though, as 
may well happen, one is Jewish 
and the other not. 

It is this “Jewish content”— 
the content reflecting the experi- 
ence of a “nation in exile”’—that 
Mr. Leftwich proposes as the dis- 
tinctive element in ‘“‘Jewish litera- 
ture.” But I wonder. Abraham 
Cahan’s The Rise of David Levin- 
sky, written in English by a Yid- 
dish journalist and translated into 
Yiddish many years later, is the 
best novel we have about Jewish 
immigrant life in America. Pre- 
sumbaly, this is the kind of work 
that would most readily fall un- 
der “Jewish literature,” yet it 
seems to me at least as profitable 
to think of the book as a (neglec- 
ted) part of American literature: 
for what can be more distinctively 
American than the immigrant 
experience? 

Mr. Leftwich drives his argu- 
ment hard. “The content,” he 
writers, “must be Jewish . . . 
Heathenish, atheist, un - Jewish 
thought, garbed in Jewish lan- 
guage, Yiddish or Hebrew, is still 
heathenish, atheist, un-Jewish.” 
Though Mr. Leftwich neglects to 
define “Jewish content,” one can 
only suppose he is saying that 
religious belief binds work from 
various languages into a Jewish 
literature. 
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‘To ARGUE IN THIS MANNER, how- 

ever, is to ignore that there are 
many areas of Jewish experience, 
and by no means the least valu- 
able, that must be labeled ‘“theath- 
enish” and “atheist.” The Polish 
Bund, a Jewish socialist move- 
ment, was persistently secular and 
Yiddishist; it gave rise to one of 
the richest cultural environments 
in eastern Europe. By Mr. Left- 
wich’s dictum, the Bund would 
have to be expelled from the 
Jewish world, and the writers 
molded by its thought, even 
though they composed in Yid- 
dish and could probably use no 
other language nearly so well, 
would have to be cast info... 
into where? 
Leftwich make of such writers 
as David Bergelson and Moshe 
Nadir, both clearly “‘heathenish” 
and “atheist” yet the one a Yid- 
dish master of social portraiture 
and the other a Yiddish master of 
satire? And what would he make 
of a writer like Chaim Grade who 
is soaked in the Yiddish tradition 
yet writes from a point of view 
that might be called moderately 
secular? 


The position becomes increas- 
ingly difficult. An author’s birth 
alone is hardly sufficient ground 
for admitting, or not admitting, 
him to “Jewish literature”; the 
presence of “Jewish content,” 
while a more serious criterion, is 
also inadequate, for there is no 
clear sense of what Jewish con- 
tent is and in any case, there can 
be Jewish content without Jewish 
authorship and Jewish authorship 
without Jewish content. Which 
leaves us where literary people be- 
gin—with language. 


But before turning to language, 
I would stress that this problem 
is not to be solved by erecting 
rigid categories. Clearly, there ex- 
ists a body of writing in many 
languages which deals with the 
common experience of Jews in 
tones and accents that derive from 
Jewish sources. And so long as 
we content ourselves with this 
cumbersome description instead of 
trying to establish an independent 
“Jewish literature,” there is every 
reason to study such writings with 
critical sympathy. I might add 
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that some writers seem so deeply 
split between cultures that one 
cannot easily place them in any 
literature. Isaac Babel wrote in 
Russian yet one feels he must have 
mentally “translated,” by some 
obscure process, from the Yiddish. 
And while the Yiddish influence 
does not bulk large in Kafka, his 
work is shaped by the rhythms 
of Talmudic discourse. 


Insofar as_ specific literary 
judgment may be at issue, it does 
not matter very much whether 
one believes that there exists a 
distinctive “Jewish literature” or 
only a group of writings from 
various literatures dealing in com- 
mon with Jewish themes. It 
doesn’t matter, that is, if you 
function as a literary critic. But 
for a cluster of psychological rea- 
sons those critics who choose to 
talk about “Jewish literature” 
frequently feel a need to spin out 
elaborate apologetics, their choice 
having committed them to so 
much mediocre writing. Or, what 
is worse, they make ideological de- 
mands on “Jewish writers” of a 
kind they would not dare make 
on Yiddish writers, hectoring 
them on their duty to be “posi- 
tive” toward Jewish life, out 
a definition of that loaded word 
is usually omitted, as is mention 


of the fact that a good many Yid- - 


dish writers have been and remain 
remarkably “negative.” To put it 
another way: when you talk about 
“Jewish literature” the likelihood 
is that you are more concerned 
with some ideological position, 
some extra-literary opinion about 
the fate of Judaism, than with 
problems of literary value and 
craft. For once you turn to these 
latter problems you cannot avoid 
remarking on the central import- 
ance of language; you cannot help 
seeing that the difference between 
a Yiddish story and an English 
story on the same theme is gener- 
ally much greater than non-liter- 
ary people would expect. The ideo- 
logue concerned with a theory of 
Jewish destiny turns to “Jewish 
writers” for evidence; the critic, 
if he is doing his job, sees a work 
of literature in its context of lan- 
guage and tradition, he tries to 
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comprehend and evaluate it as a 
kind of experience. 


In any case — 


HERE IS A YIDDISH LITERATURE. 

And the section of Yisroel de- 
voted to it is by far the best in 
the book. Mr. Leftwich himself 
quotes from a review by the Eng- 
lish critic V. S$. Pritchett: “In 
the Yiddish section I began to 
see light. These writers were 
struck (?) deeply in the Jewish 
vernacular. These writers in Yid- 
dish were talking out of their 
own bodies. Here the Jewish at- 
mosphere was at home. ... ” 
Pritchett’s fancy phrasing aside, 
his point is sound enough. 


The Yiddish stories in Yisroel 
cannot, of course, provide a full 
view of the scope and variety of 
Yiddish literature, but for the 
uninitiated reader they will be of 
considerable value. For one thing, 
Mr. Leftwich has brushed aside 
that sentimental view of Yiddish 
literature which confines it to the 
folk-like or mournfully idyllic, 
a literature of Dos Pintele Yid. 
He has, to be sure, included a 
tender sketch by Abraham Reisen 
which is very much in the idyllic 
manner; and by a bit of stretching 
Zalman Schneour’s The Immortal 
Orange, a poorly constructed but 
marvellously rich portrait of shtetl 
life, may also be seen as idyllic. 
But these stories are balanced by 
several which present the moral 
undersides of the shfe?l, its coarse- 
ness and vulgarity, its brutality 
and ignorance: Sholom Asch’s 
early Kola Road, written with all 
the passion his later work never 
quite commands, and Joseph Opa- 
toshu’s violent narrative about a 
Jewish Horse Thief. The best Yid- 
dish writers were seldom senti- 
mental about the shtetl: they 
knew it too well. 


The Sholom Aleichem story, 
Passover in the Village, is also a 
fine.choice, one of those splendid 
things in which—rather oddly like 
Faulkner in his stories about white 
and Negro boys—he intimates the 
tension between adult Jews and 
Gentiles by celebrating a lyrical 
friendship between a Jewish and 
a Gentile boy. Less happy is the 
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choice from Peretz, one of his fa- 
mous parables which in English 
now seems somewhat pallid—but 
then a writer like Peretz cannot 
be evoked in one story, he must 
be allowed ‘several stories to illu- 
strate his variety of manner and 
complexity of attitude. 

I am afraid, however, that Mr. 
Leftwich has not done well by 
several other important Yiddish 
writers. David Bergelson, the ma- 
jor Yiddish novelist of modern 
Russia, is represented by a piece 
in which the pro-Stalinist note is 
struck with obvious reluctance: 
the story is interesting as an ex- 
ample of the way writers in a to- 
talitarian country can never quite 
whip their emotion into line, but 
it communicates almost nothing 
of Bergelson’s real power, which 
comes through mainly in his artful 
novelettes about the decline of the 
Jewish bourgeoisie in pre-revolu- 
tionary Russia. And Lamed Sha- 
piro, one of the least known yet 
most fascinating Yiddish writers 
in the generation following Per- 
etz and Sholom Aleichem, is here 
represented by an “American” 
story, though his best things by 
far are stories that capture, 
through the boldest devices of 
foreshortening, the Shfetl at the 
moment when it trembles between 
strength and decline. Of several 


other important Yiddish writers ‘ 


the American edition of Yisroel 
contains nothing, though I can 
attest that they are, at the very 
least, as interesting as Vicki Baum 
and Edna Ferber . . . There is 
nothing from the elemental na- 
turalist I. M. Weissenberg, nor 
from I. J. Singer, whose stories are 
at least as good as (to my taste, 


much better than) his famous ~ 


novels, nor from Isaac Bashevis, 
whose Yiddish is the most wildly 
and brilliantly imaginative among 
the contemporary writers. 


AD I BEEN REVIEWING Yisroel a 

half year ago I should have felt 
obliged to come down hard on its 
translations from the Yiddish, but 
in the interim I have myself tried 
to translate from the Yiddish and 
discovered how terribly, terribly 
difficult it is. 

Terribly difficult, but not im- 
possible! The notion that trans- 
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lating from Yiddish is impossible, 
is held with sentimental fervor by 
people who retain vague memories 
of Yiddish as the tongue of their 
parents and would just as soon 
keep it that way—people who al- 
ways ask one, with an air of sup- 
pressed triumph, How do you 
translate this or the other Yiddish 
idiom? Well, that’s no problem at 
all: most Yiddish idioms can’t be 
translated and that translator is 
under no obligation to try, he need 
only hunt for vivid equivalents, 
But is Yiddish the only language 
with untranslatable idioms? Or 
the only language with a hidden 
network of meanings? ~- To think 
so would be naive. 

The truth is that all translation 
involves losses, and the job of the 
translator is to measure one kind 
of loss against another: literal 
meaning against English idiom, 
original flavor against economy in 
translation. But the idea that 
Yiddish is, somehow, uniquely un- 
translable may very well arise from 
a hidden desire to keep it so, to 
preserve it as a soft sweet haze of 
memory. 

Some of the difficulties in trans- 
lating Yiddish are “technical,” 
that is, they are similar to difficul- 
ties of translating from any other 
language. By the standards of 
modern English, many Yiddish 
writers have only a vague sense of 
syntax and punctuation (Peretz, 
said Sholom Aleichem, was the 
writer with the three dots... in 
fact, three dots have a quite extra- 
ordinary currency in Yiddish lit- 
erature. . .) The translator must 
therefore try to break up what 
seem to be endless winding sen- 
tences, yet if he does so he runs 
the risk of losing the reflective or 
dialectical quality of the original. 
Similarly; parts of speech enjoy a 
fluidity in Yiddish that is almost 
impossible to render in English. In 
a story by Jonah Rosenfeld, a 
goose is described as having beryed 
herself toward the food pail. The 
word berye is a noun referring to 
a super-efficient housewife, but the 
author, by translating it into a 
verb that describes the busy move- 
ments of a goose, has brought to 
the sentence an immense aura of 
suggestion that may be said to give 
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his neutral environment a distinc- 
tive Jewish shade. The best equi- 


valent I could find in translating” 


this story was “bustle,” but I 
would not pretend it is very 
brilliant. 

In Yiddish, too, there is a fre- 
quent use of the “reflexive” voice, 
about half-way between the active 
and the passive, which allows for 
a Chagall-like effect: the back- 
ground of the story, especially in 
Sholom Aleichem, begins to move 
while the characters seem to stand 
still. There can be no satisfactory 
equivalent for this in English. And 
then, of course, English suffers 
from the absence of the diminu- 
tive, by means of which Yiddish 
writers evoked the compression, in- 
timacy and helplessness of Shtetl 
life. 


UCH PROBLEMS ARE NOT 
UNIQUE to translating from 
Yiddish, but there is one that is. 
Maurice Samuel has already dis- 
cussed the way Hebrew phrases 
form a sacred canopy over the pro- 
fane action of Yiddish writing, 
and sometimes become twisted in- 
to a backdrop of complex irony. 
This linguistic problem reflects 
another and more serious one—and 
here it is correct to say that trans- 
lating from Yiddish is more diffi- 
cult than from French. For when 
you translate from the French you 
can assume a community between 
English and French culture, a com- 
mon ground of social and religious 
practice, while in translating from 
the Yiddish you must, willy-nilly, 
try to present a rough fascimile 
not only of a verbal sequence but 
also of a world that is little known 
and almost buried. 
of being a translator you cannot 
help becoming a social historian. 
Now Mr. Leftwich, who has 
translated most of the Yiddish 
stories in Yisroel, has made a 
serious effort to tackle these prob- 
lems, and even when he fails he 
never stoops to the kind of Aitzl 
vaudeville that corrupts Nathan 
Ausubel’s collection of Yiddish 
humor. (I refer to Ausubel’s trick 
of printing easily translatable Yid- 
dish words in italicized transliter- 
ation, which makes for neither a 
Yiddish story nor an English equi- 
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valent, but for a strange hybrid 
calculated to set loose streams of 
schmaltz: the italicized word is 
the “punch” while the surrounding 
English words are mere filler.) 
But what handicaps Mr. Leftwich 
as a translator is his own sense of 
English. He writes in the rounded, 
rather stately and stale academic 
rhythms of the English prose of 
40 years ago, a prose that served 
Galsworthy and Bennett but was 
already in decay, needing the kind 
of shock treatment that Joyce and 
Lawrence were soon to give it. For 
a modern reader this prose is not 
likely to be very exciting, and 
what is more important, it will not 


work very well for the Yiddish . 


short story. 


NE OF THE MOST TRYING EX- 

PERIENCES in translating from 
the Yiddish is to choose a story 
that reads splendidly in the origi- 
nal and then find that it falls apart 
in English. Aside from the limi- 
tations of any translator, this may 
be due to two aspects of Yiddish 
literature itself: its pace and its 
tone. 


We Americans are accustomed 
to the well-made story, the effi- 
cient narrative which achieves a 
hard, precise climax by accumulat- 
ing words into a pyramid of im- 
pressions. This kind of “art story” 
is written by only a few Yiddish 
writers, most notably by Lamed 
Shapiro. The bulk of Yiddish fic- 
tion verges toward one or another 
extreme: toward the accumulation 
of sensuous impression or of wind- 
ing oral narrative in a way that 
would seem wasteful to most Eng- 
lish and American writers, or to- 
ward the thin bare little story 
in which characters are merely 
glimpsed, drama barely present 
and nothing seems to happen. In 
Yisroel the first of these is repre- 
sented by Asch and Schneour, the 
second by Reisen. But what is 
crucial, for both translator and 
reader, is that both the sensuous 
and the bare stories move far 
more slowly than the usual Amer- 
ican story. In the Asch kind of 
story, the translator must try 
above all else for tempestuousness, 
for a harsh, charging rhythm 
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which Mr. Leftwich’s regular beat 
cannot quite suggest. In the 
Reisen story, what matters most is 
the nigen, an elusive Yiddish word 
that does not quite mean melody 
but may be translated as tonality 
or in more cumbersome terms, 
feeling-tone. So that in translat- 
ing a Reisen story everything de- 
pends on hitting the right key at 
the very beginning and not devi- 
ating from it, not allowing any 
flourishes or fancy variations. And 


| just as Mr. Leftwich’s English 


seems too pale for Asch it seems 
a bit fatty for Reisen. 


I think it rather likely that the 
modern avant-guarde writer, if he 
knows Yiddish at all, should be 
able to do the best translating. For 
by virtue of his own training and 
stylistic commitments, he should 
be able to capture the nervous 
thythms of Yiddish speech, the 
sudden shifts from sensuous ac- 
cumulation to utter _bareness, the 
often remarkable blend of moody 
chiaroscuro with a see-saw Tal- 
mudic dialectic. ‘Thus, in trans- 
lating Lamed Shapiro, Mr. Left- 
wich has not managed to preserve 
that writer’s startling economy, his 
abruptness of transition, his almost 
hallucinatory shifts in time, tempo 
and locale. But it is only just to 


add that Mr. Leftwich, in tras- _ 


lating a story by Jonah Rosenfeld, 


‘has shown himself aware of these 


problems, and the result is a bril- 
liant success. 


Regardless of the criticisms that 
may be made of Mr. Leftwich as 
editor and translator, the Yiddish 
section of his book is by far the 


most interesting and valuable. Had ° 


he given it the space it merits and 
left undisturbed the Anglo-Jewish 
literary graveyards, Yisroel would 
have shone with fitting glory. 
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BIG DAY - gune 14th 


Everywhere in United States 


BIG WEEK - gune 14th 
to JUNE 2ist - IN NEW YORK 


The success of Israel’s drive towards its 
economic independence depends in a 
large measure on the purchases of 


ISRAEL BONDS 


Get the satisfaction of having served as a volunteer 
for the sale of Israel Bonds on- or before June 14th 
(in communities outside cf New York) and from 
June 14th to June 21st in New York’s Big Week! 


Where you are buy and sell bonds during 
BIG DAY and BIG WEEK 


The L. Z. O.—POALE ZION, FARBAND-LABOR 
ZIONIST ORDER and PIONEER WOMEN 


urge their members to do an outstanding bond job in 
the month of JUNE. 


Israel’s economy relies on Bond Monies! 
y 


BE BIG AND BUY AN 
ISRAEL BOND FOR BIG WEEK 


This is the last sales year of the 
Independence Bond Issue. 


1953 should complete the registration of 100,000 
Bondholders by the Labor Zionist Movement. 


SAVE WITH ISRAEL 


by buying savings ot coupon bonds bearing 3/2 per cent 
BUY a bond this month 


REMEMBER 


the “BIG DAY” and “BIG WEEK” 


——— ~~ — e 


For information write to: 


LABOR ZIONIST COMMITTEE 


FOR ISRAEL BONDS 
45 East 17th Street New York 3, N, Y. 





JEwisH FRontE 


One of New York's Finest Resort Hotels 








ON SWAN LAKE, N. Y. 
Liberty 1550 


Free Horseback Riding « Free Golf 
free Instruction in all Sports 
Activities . . . Painting and Crafts 





+ . ’e : Air 
Conditioned Dining Room 


BACHELOR ACCOMMODATIONS AT LOW RATES 
Bont Family Menogement 











@ Summer Home of the FARBAND—LABOR ZIONIST ORDER 


UNSER came ) 
__——eHLAND MILLS, BL Y- 


... the Labor Zionist Camp | 








In the Heart of the Bear Mountains ¢ Only 45 miles from New York} 
Private Lake * Swimming ¢ Tennis ¢ All Other Sports ¢ Orchestra} 


PYYTTITIVITITITTTT TTT TTT Tere rrr rrr 


UNSER CAMP has throughout its twenty-seven seasons 
been the ideal spot for the discriminating vacationist 
looking for “something different.” Offering every com- 
fort and recreational facility, UNSER CAMP is par- DAY CAMP 
I 
| 


Supervised 


ticularly noted for its congenial Labor Zionist environ- 
ment. Large social staff of well known artists of the 
Jewish stage. 


for Guest Children 


— All Facilities 
Lowest Rates for the 
; _ Week, Week-End or Day 
ON ° 
UNSER CAMP & KINDERWELT 
45 East 17th Street OR 3-6500 New York 3, N. Y. 


CHARLES J. AZENBERG, Manager 
HIGHLAND MILLS, N. Y., Phone Highland Mills 3091 PemeeeeeReRSSRBRESRORSRORSRERSERORS 


Staff of trained counsellors, 
resident Classes in drama- 
tics, arts, crafts and sports. 
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